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SUMMARY

The project proposes an approximatgd8,000squarefoot office building with 1500 square feet
of retail/restaurant spaca468,000-squarefoot parking garageontaining 1,300 parking spacesd
a151,300-squarefoot health club building on a 4&re site located at the southeast coofier
Saratoga Avenue and Stevens Creek Bouteirathe City of San Jose.

The following is a summary of the significant impacts and mitigation measures addressed within this

EIR. The project description and full discussion of impacts and mitigation measurde found in
Section 2.0 Project Desctipn and Section 3.0 Environmental Setting, ImpaatsiMitigation

Impact

Mitigation Measures

Air Quality

Impact AIR -1: Project
construction would exceed
Bay Area Air Quality
Management District
significance thresholds for
infant cancer risk and annua|
PM; s concentration exposurg
at the residential maximally
exposed individualLess
than Significant Impact
with Mitigation
Incorporated)

MM AIR -1.1: Prior to the issuance of any demolition, gragiand/or
building permitsthe projectapplicantshallretain a qualified
consultant to develop a construction operations plan demonstratir
that the offroad equipment used ite to construct the project woul
achieve a fleetvide average 8®ercent eduction in diesel particulatg
matter (DPM) exhaust ensi®ns or greater. To achieve the reductio
on the project one or a combination of the following measures will
implemented:

1 All dieselpowered offroad equipment, larger than 25
horsepower, operatinon the site for more than two days
continuously shallat a minimum, meet United States
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) particulate matter
emissions standards for Tier 4 engines. Exceptions could b
made for equipment that meets EPA Tier 2 or Bdseads that
include California AirResources Boardertified Level 3 Diese
Particulate Filters or equivalent.

1  Provide electric poweronnectiongluring early construction
phases to avoid use of diesel generators.

i  Stationary construction cranes (buildicrgnes) and manlifts
shall be powered by electricity.

If any of these alternative measures are proposed, the project apy
shall include them in the construction operations plan (as stated if
MM AIR-1.2), which includes specifications of teguipment to be
used during construction prior to the issuancanyf demaolition,
grading, or building permits, whichever occurs the earliest. The
construction operations plans shall demonstrate that threaxdf
equipment used esite to construct the pject would achieve a fleet
wide average 88 percent reduction iRND exhaust emissions or
greater.

MM AIR -1.2: Prior to the issuance of any demolition, grading and
building permits (whichever occurs first), the project applicant sha

3896 Stevens Creek Bawiard
City of San José

Draft EIR
August2020

iv



submit a construmn operations plan that includes specifications o
the equipmento be used during construction prior to the issuance
any demolition, grading, and/or building permits (whichever occur
earliest) to the Director of PlanninBuilding and Code Enforcemen
or Directordos designee. Tlhee ¢c
accompanied by a letter, signed by an air quality specialist, verifyi
that the equipment included in the plan meets the specified reduc
set forth in these mitigation measures.

Biological Resources

Impact BIO-1: Development
of the proposed pre{t would
result in impacts to nesting

birds including incidental los
of fertile eggs or nestlings or
nest abandonment if present
on the site at the time of
construction(L ess than

Significant Impact with

Mitigation Incorporated )

MM BIO -1.1: Avoidance:The project applicant shall schedule
demolition and construction activities to avoid the nesting season
nesting season for most birds, including most raptors in the San
Francisco Bay area, extends from Februdtthiough August 31
(inclusive).

MM BIO -1.2: Nesting Bird Surveydf demolition and construction
cannot be scheduled between Septemband January 31
(inclusive), preconstruction surveys for nestingds shall be
completed by a qualified ornithologist to ensure that no nestsbsha
disturbed during project implementation. This survey shall be
completed no more than 14 days prior to the initiation of construct
activities during the early part ofétbreeding season (Februafy 1
through April 3¢" inclusive) and no more than 8Qys prior to the
initiation of these activities during the late part of the breeding seg
(May 2*tthrough August Zlinclusive). During this survey, the
ornithologist shll inspect all trees and other possible nesting habit
immediately adjacent tine construction areas for nests.

MM BIO -1.3: Buffer Zones If an active nest is found sufficiently
close to work areas to be disturbed by construction, the ornitholog
in consultation with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife
shall deterrime the extent of a construction free buffer zone to be

established around the nest, typically 250 feet, to ensure that rapt
migratory bird nests shall not be disturbenlidg project construction

MM BIO -1.4: Reporting Prior to any tree removal, approval of
any grading or demolition permits (whichever occurs first), the
ornithologist shall submit a report indicating the results of the sury

and any designated bufferones t o t he sati sf
Director of PlanningBuilding and Cod&nforcemenb r Di r e
designee of the Department of Planning, Building and Code
Enforcement.
Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Impact HAZ -1: Project MM HAZ -1.1: Prior to the start of groundisturbing activities or

construction could result in | issuance of any grading/building permits by the City, a Site

the exposure of construction| Management Plan shall be developed for the site dualified
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workers and the public to
elevated concentrians of
chemicals(Less than
Significant Impact with
Mitigation Incorporated)

environmental professional. At a minimum, the SMP shall include
following:

1 Stockpile management including dust control, sangplin
stormwater pollution prevention and the installation of BMPs

1 Proper disposal procedures of contaminated madge
1 Monitoring, reporting, and regulatory oversight notifications

1 A health and safety plan for each contractor working at the S
that addresss the safety and health hazards of each phase o
operations with the requirements and procedures foresreel
protection

1 The health and safety plan will also outline proper soil/ and ¢
groundwater handling procedures and health and safety
requiremets to minimize worker and public exposure to
contaminated soil/and or groundwater during construction.

1 A copy d the SMP shall be submitted to the Supervising
Environmental Planner of the City of San Jose Department
Planning, Building, and Code Enforcent and the Municipal
Compliance Officer of the City of San Jose Environmental
Services Department for reviewgrapproval.

Noise

Impact NOI-1.1:
Construction of the project
would increase ambient noig
levels at nearby sensitive
receptors by five dBA Leq of
more at various times
throughout construction,
would result in construction
occurring over a period of
more than one year, and
would include dee driving.
(Significant Impact with
Mitigation Incorporated)

MM NOI -1.1: Prior to the issuance of any grading or demolition
permits, the project applicant shall submit and implement a
construction noise logistics pldhat specifies hours of construction
noise and vibration minimization measures, posting and notificatig
construction schedules, equipment to be used, and designation o
noise disturbance coordinator. The noise disturbance coordinator
respondo neighborhood complaints and sHadlin place prior to the
start of construction and implemented during construction to redu
noise impacts on neighboring residents and other uses. The noisg
logistic plan shall be submitted to the Director of PlanniBwglding
and Code EnforcementDire ct or 6 s desi gnee
any grading or demolition permits. As a part of the noise logistic p
and project, construction activities for the proposed project shall
include, but is not limited to, thfellowing best management practicg

T Inaccordance with PolicyEC. 7 of t he Cit
utilize the best available noise suppression devices and
techniques during construction activities.

1 Construction activities shall be limited to the hours leetw
7:00 AM and 7:00 PM, Monday throld-riday, unless
permission is granted with a development permit or other
planning approval. No construction activities are permitted
the weekends at sites within 500 feet of a residence (San
Municipal Code Sdwon 20.100.450).

1 Construct temporargoise barriers, where feasible, to scree
mobile and stationary construction equipment. The tempo
noise barrier fences provide noise reduction if the noise be
interrupts the line e§ight between the noise soa and
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receiver and if the barrier eonstructed in a manner that
eliminates any cracks or gaps.

Equip all internal combustion enghagiven equipment with
intake and exhaust mufflers that are in good condition and
appropriate for the equipment.

Unnecesary idling of internal combustion engis shall be
strictly prohibited.

Locate stationary noisgenerating equipment such as air
compressors or portable power generators as far as possi
from sensitive receptors. Construct temporary noise barrig
screen stationary noisgenerating equipent when located
near adjoining sensitive land uses.

Utilize "quiet" air compressors and other stationary noise
sources where technology exists.

Construction staging areas shall be established at location
that would ceate the greatest distance between th
constructioarelated noise source and nesensitive receptory
nearest the project site during all project construction.

A temporary noise control blanket barrier shall be erected,
necessary, along building faesdifacing construction sites.
This mitgation would only be necessary if conflicts occurrg
which were irresolvable by proper scheduling.

If impact pile driving is proposed, foundation pile holes shg
be predrilled to minimize the number of impacts reepal to
seat the pilePredrilling foundation pile holes is a standard
construction noise control technique. ¥drdling reduces the
number of blows required to seat the pile.

Locate material stockpiles, as well as maintenance/equipn
staging and parkinareas, as far as f@ble from residential
receptors.

Control noi se from constru
where they are not audible at existing residences borderin
project site.

The project applicant shall prepare a detailed construction
schedule for major noisgenerating construction activities.
The construction plan shall identify a procedure for
coordination with adjacent residential land uses so that
construction activities can be scheduled to minimize noise
disturbance.

Notify all adja@nt business, residezs; and other noise

sensitive land uses of the construction schedule, in writing
and provide a written sche
activities to the adjacent land uses and nearby residences

Designate a "disturbance coordinatetio shall be
respondile for responding to any complaints about
construction noise. The disturbance coordinator shall
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determine the cause of the noise complaint (e.g., bad mufi
etc.) and require that reasonable measures be implementg
correct the ppblem. Conspicuouslyost a telephone number
for the disturbance coordinator at the construction site ang
include it in the notice sent to neighbors regarding the
construction schedule.

All auger drilling activities and hydraulic ram system
activities sh#t be done during weelays between 7:00 a.m.
and 7:00 p.m. Due to the nature of the Islamic Community
Center of Bozniaks of the Bay Area, and prayer activities ¢
dawn and dusk, restricting these drilling activities to summ
months when sunrise and sunseg weltoutside theallowable
construction hours would reduce potential disruption and
complaints from the neighbors.

Impact NOI -2: Construction
of the proposed project woul
produce vibration levels
exceeding 0.2 in/sec PPV at
the adjacent community
center.(Less than

Significant Impact with
Mitigation Incorporated)

MM NOI -2.1: Construction Vibration Monitoring, Treatment, and
Reporting Plan: fie project applicant shall implement a constructig
vibration monitoring plan to document conditions priordieting, and
after vibration generating construction activities. All plan tasks sha
be undertaken under the direction of a licensed Professstmatural
Engineer in the State of California and be in accordance with indu
accepted standard methodibe construction vibration monitoring
plan shall include, but not be limited to, the following measures:

f

The report shall include a descriptionneéasurement
methods, equipment used, calibration certificates, and
graphics as required to clearly identiffpration-monitoring
locations.

A list of all heavy construction equipment to be used for tk
project and the anticipated time duration of ushey
equipment that is known to produce high vibration levels
(clam shovel drops, vibratory rollers, hoe ratasge
bulldozers, caisson drillings, loaded trucks, jackhammers,
shall be submitted to the
City of San Jose Department of Planning, Building, and Cg
Enforcement by the contractor. This list shall be used to
identify equipment and activities that would potentially
generate substantial vibration and to define the level of effi
required for continuousilration monitoring. Phase
demolition, earthmoving, and ground impacting operations
as not to occur durinthe same time period.

Where possible, use of the heavy vibratg@merating
construction equipment shall be prohibited within 20 feet g
any adacent building.
Document existing conditions at the community center (34
Northlake Drive, San Jose, CA 95)3$ior to, during, and
after vibration generating construction activities. All plan
tasks shall be undertaken under the direction of a licenseq
Professional Structural Engineer in the State of California «
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be in accordance with industaccepted standémethods.
Specifically:

o Performance of a photo survey, elevation survey, ar
crack monitoring survey for the building. Surveys sh
beperformed prior to any construction activity, in
regular intervals during construction, and after proje
completion, ad shall include internal and external
crack monitoring in structures, settlement, and distre
and shall document the condition of folations, walls
and other structural elements in the interior and exte
of said structures.

o Vibration limits shall beapplied to vibratiorsensitive
structures located within 30 feet of all construction
activities identified as sources of high vibratiemels.

Develop a vibration monitoring and construction contingen
plan to identify structures where monitoring woblel
conducted, set up a vibration monitoring schedule, define
structurespecific vibration limits, and address the need to
conduct photoelevation, and crack surveys to document
before and after construction conditions. Construction
contingencies shall kdentified for when vibration levels
approached the limits.

At a minimum, vibration monitoring shall be conducted
during demolition andxxavation activities.

If vibration levels approach limits, suspend construction ar|
implement contingency measures iiner lower vibration
levels or secure the affected structures.

Designate a person responsible for registering and
investigating claimsf excessive vibration. The contact
information of such person shall be clearly posted on the
construction site.

Condu¢ a postconstruction survey on structures where eith
monitoring has indicated high vibration levels or complaint
of damage has beeragte. Make appropriate repairs or
compensation where damage has occurred as a result of
construction activities.

Transportation

Impact TRA-1: The office
use proposed as part of the
project would exceed the
Citybs Transp
AnalysisHandbook VMT
threshold of 12.21 daily mile
per worker(Less than
Significant Impact with

MM TRA -1.1: The projet shall construdhe followingoff-site

improvements

1 Remove the pork chop island at the northwest corner of

Mitigation Incorporated )

Saratoga Avenue/Stevens Creek Boulevard intersection
This improvement ign addition to the removal of the pork
chop island at the southstacorner along the project

frontage that would be implemented as part of the proje
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1 Remove the pork chop islands at the southwest and
northeast corners of the Saratoga Avenue/Kiely Bouleva
intersection.

1 Implement VTA bus stop improvements for the btap on
westbound Stevens Creek Boulevard west of Saratoga
Avenue and move the bus stop eastward closer to the
intersectionThis improvemenis in addition to the bus sto
improvementshe project would implement for the bus st
on eastbound Stevens Ckdgoulevard east of Saratoga
Avenue as part of the project.

Summary of Alternatives to the Proposed Project

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that an EIR identify alternatives to the
project as propose@he CEQA Guidelines stathat an EIR must identify alternatives that would
feasibly attain the most basic objectives of the project, but avoid or substantially lessen significant
environmental effects, or further reduce impacts that are considered less than significant with the
incorporation of mitigationA summary of project &rnatives followsA full analysis of project
alternatives is provided in Secti@O Alternatives

No Project Alternative

The No Project Alternative is what would be reasonably expected to occurfangbeeable future if
the project were not appradebased on current plans and consistent with available infrastructure and
community servicesAll environmental impacts would be avoided.

No Projecfi Existing Zoning Alternative

The majority of the prof site is zoned Neighborhood Commercial (CN),clallows a mix of
commercial and office uses, and a smaller portion of the project site on the corner of Stevens Creek
Boulevard and Saratoga Avenue is zoned Commercial General (CG). The proposed gublic pl

would be located within the CG zoning distri€@mmercial and office uses would be placed on the
rest of the project sité&environmental impacts would be lessened due to a smaller project, but not to
less than significant.

Office Only Project

This aternative assumes that both buildings would house only office uses which would include a
total of 436,000 square feet of office space. This alternative would assume a service population of
2,491 employees (using the office rate of one employee per 17& 9qa.This alternative would
avoid the significant GHG emissions impact associated with the prbjgatotreducethe VMT

impact associated with the project

Environmentally SuperioAlternative

The CEQA Guidelines state that an EIR shall identifyeavironmentally superior alternativieas
described in Section 7.0 Alternatives, grevironmentally superior alternative to the proposed
project is the No Project Alternative because a

3896 Stevens Creek Bawiard X Draft EIR
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would be avoidd. In addition to the No Project, tkfice Only Alternative would lessen the
p r o @HGtemissiongmpact

Areas of Public Controversy

Areas of public concern includecreased traffiand building height and massing.
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SECTION 1.0 INTRODUCTION

11 PURPOSE OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

The City of San José, as the Le&gkncy, has prepared this Draft Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) for the3896 Stevens Creek Boulevard Projactompliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)ral the CEQA Guidaes.

As described in CEQA Guidelines Section 15121(a), an EIR is an informational document that
assesses potential environmental impacts of a proposed project, as well as identifies mitigation
measures and alternatives to the propgsepkct that cold reduce or avoid adverse environmental
impacts (CEQA Guidelines 15121(a)). As the CEQA Lead Agency for this project, the City of San
José is required to consider the information in the EIR along with any other available information in
deciding whether t@pprove the project. The basic requirements for an EIR include discussions of
the environmental setting, environmental impacts, mitigation measures, cumulative impacts,
alternatives, and growdimducing impacts. It is not the intent of BfR to recommeneither

approval or denial of a project.

1.2 EIR PROCESS

1.2.1 Notice of Preparation and Scoping

In accordance with Sections 15063 and 15082 of the CEQA Guidelines, the City of San José
prepared a Notice of Preparation (NOP) for this EIR. The M@®circulated t¢ocal, state, and
federal agencies ddecember 4, 2019 he standard 3@ay comment period concluded dsnuary

3, 2020 The NOP provided a general description of the proposed project and identified possible
environmental impacts thabuld result from irplementation of the projecthe City of San José
also held a public scoping meeting donday January 6, 2020 discuss the project and solicit
public input as to the scope and contents of this EHR® meeting was held &lypress Saor Center

at 403 Cyress AvenueAppendixA of this EIR includes the NOP and comments received on the
NOP.

1.2.2 Draft EIR Public Review and Comment Period

Publication ¢ this Draft EIR will mark the beginning of a 4fay public reviewperiod During ths
period, the Draft EIR will be available tbe public andocal, state, and federal agendiesreview
and commentNotice ofthe availability and completion of thidraft EIR will be sent directly to
every agency, person, and organization that comedesn the NOPas well as the Office of
Planning and ReseardWritten comments concerning the environmental review contained in this
Draft EIR during the 4%lay public relew period should be sent to:

TharChau Le SupervisingPlanner

City of San José

Department of Planning, Building, and Code Enforcement
200 East Santa Clara Stregpwer 3

San JosgCA 95112

ThairChau.Le&sanjoseca.gov

3896 Stevens Creek Boulevard 1 Draft EIR
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1.3 FINAL EIR/RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Following the conclusion of thé5-day public review period, the City of San Jos#l prepare a
Final EIRin conformance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15132 Final EIR will consisof:

1 Revisions to the Draft EIR text, as necessary;
9 List of individuals and agencies commenting on thafCEIR;

1 Responses to comments received on ttatEIR, in accordanc&vith CEQA Guidelines
(Section 15088)

1 Copies of letters received on theal EIR.

Section 15091 (a) of the CEQA Guidelines stipulates that no public agency shall approve or carry out
aproject for which an EIR has been certified which identifies one oe significant environmental
effects of the project unless the public agency makesoomore written findingsf the lead agency
approves a project despite it resulting in signiftciverse environmental impacts that cannot be
mitigated to a less thasignificant level, the agency must state the reasons for its action in writing

This Statement of Overriding Considerations must be included in the record of project approval.

1.3.1 Notice of Determination

If the project is approved, the City of San JegEfile a Notice of Determination (NOD), which will

be available for public inspection and posted
and available for public inspectidor 30 daysThe filing of the NOD starts a 3@ay statute of

limitations on court challenges to the approval under CEQA (CEQA Guidelines Section 15094(g))

3896 Stevens Creek Bawiard 2 Draft EIR
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SECTION 2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

2.1 PROJECT LOCATION

The approximately 4-8cre project site is located aetsoutheastorner of Saratoga Avenue and
Stevens Creek Boulevard amdludesfive parcels (APNs 3025-012[350 Saratoga Avenugj013
[3888 Stevens Creek Boulevare)22[3830 Stevens Creek Boulevard)23[3896 Stevens Creek
Boulevard] -016 [3806 Sevens Creek Boulevandi the City of San José. The project site is
surrounded by commercial and residential uses on the east and south and bounded by Saratoga
Avenue to the west and Stevens Creek Boulevard to the north. The site is located witrenehe St
Creek Boulevard Uran Village Plan area. Regional, vicinity, and aerial maps of the project site are
included ad-igure2.2-1, Figure2.2-2, andFigure 2.2-3, respectively

2.2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project sités currently developed witkix commercial buildingshat aresurraunded by surface
parking lots. he proposedroject would demolish thgix existingbuildings(totaling approximately
47,700 square feetlandscapingand hardscapend construct eommecial developmenproject
consisting offfice, retail, restaurant, and health club uses, as well as associated structured parking
(seeFigure2.2-4). Outdoor rooftop use areas and open spa&sare also proposekhe proposed
project would be housed within two separate structures and parking would be located within a
parking garage thavould be partially included within and wrapped by the office building.

The project site is designatéliban Vilageu nder t he Ci tThefpmjecGsitdmas tva | Pl an
zoning designations. The majority of thige is zonedN T Neighborhood Commeriand a small

portion of the northersideof the site is zone@G1T Commercial GenelaThe proposed projéec

would rezone the entire project siteGe.

2.2.1 Office Building and Parking Garage

The proposed 22tory office building with groundloor commerciaspace would be built on the
northeast corner of the project site, along Stevens Creek Boulevard. Théoftilbeg would have
approximately808 000 square feet of office spaaed15,000 square feet of retail/restaurant space.
The maximum height of theffice building would beapproximatelyl47feet (1® to the top of the
mechanical screen, sEgure2.2-5). An emergency generator would be locat@dsouth side of the
office building.The proposed sevestory, approximately &8,000-squarefoot parking garage
containing approximately 1,300 parking spaces, would be built behind aradlpartegrated into
theoffice building. The maximum height of the parking garage would Hed7

2.2.2 Fitness Building

The proposed threstory, approximately 15300-squarefoot health club building (Life Time) would
be built on the southwest cornertbé project sit®n its own parce] along Saratoga Avenue. The
maximum height of the health club building wouldamproximately63 feet 86 to the top of the
elevator seeFigure2.2-6). The halth club building would include gr@ufitness studios, childcare
services, basketball courts, weight areas, and a rooftop pool area.
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The health club building would be opei®@:a.m. to 12:00 a.m. for members; however, certain
programming (i.e., swimming pools, recreational leagues, childcare) would have more limited hours.

2.2.3 Access, Circulation, and Parking

Vehicle access to the project site would be provided via a drivew&gam@toga Avenue, leading to

the parking garage in the bacf the project site. Secondary access would be provided via an access
point on Northlake Drive. The parking garage would contain approximately 1,300 parking spaces.
Parking would be shared by thedith club buildingoffice building,and the ground flaoretail in

the office building.

Bicycle and pedestrian access to the site would be provided via sidewalks along Saratoga Avenue,
Stevens Creek Boulevard, Northlake Drive, and a public plaza at the northwest corner of the project
site. The project wouldmprove the southeast corner of 8&ratoga Avenue and Stevens Creek
Boulevard intersection by removing the pork chop islanaving the curb, and tightening the turn
radius at the southeast corner. These improvements would improve pedestrian safetyjethe p

would also reconstruct thexisting sidewalks on Saratoga Avenue and Stevens Creek Boulevard
along the entire project frontage with newf20t sidewalksLong-term bicycle storage would be
provided on the first floor of the office building (65 spay; and an additional 65 shaetm bicycle

spaces would be provided throughout the project site.

To implement the Stevens Creek Urban Village Plan policy to limit the amount of vehicle parking,
the project seeks approval of &gercenteduction in regired parkingto allow for the poposed

1,300 parking spacepyrsuant to San José Municipal Code Section 20.90v23@h allows up to a

50 percent reductiormhe project will include a Transportation Demand Managefiéit1) plan

that meets the requiremis of Section 20.90.220 and tiaintended to reduce parking demardd 4
percentelow standard parking ratios. The TDM plaauld be reviewed and approved by the City
pursuant to Section 20.90.228d would be subject to ongoing monitognThe TDM plars

included aAppendixK.

The goal of the TDM plan is to avoid parking spilloegd reduce vehicle trips to and from the

project site The TDM plan would have an annual monitoring and reporting requirertentonita

the parkingcouns. Thus, if the counts shothat parking spaces are less than fully occupied, it can be
assumed that all parking demand is beingommodated on site. If parking spaces are fully
occupied, thespillover may be happening, and the TDMrplall be enrancedand new counts
completed

2.2.4 Utilities and Service System Improvements

The project would connect to existing utility lines in Saratoga Avenue, Stevens Creek Boulevard, and
Northlake Drive. The office building would connect to an eigich sanitary sewr line in Stevens

Creek Boulevard and an eiginch water line in Northlake Drive. The health club building would
connect to a 2inch sanitary sewer line and a-th water line in Saratoga Avenue. Stormwater on

the project site would drato a 42inch storm drain in Saratoga Avenue and ar&dh storm drain in
Northlake Drive.
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2.25 Trees, Landscaping, and Open Space

There ares5trees located on the project sl of which are ordinanesized (30 inches or greater in
circumference)They woud all be renoved as part of the project. The projpaiposes t@lant86

new trees ofsite. Open spacsould beprovided at the corner of Stevens Creek Boulevard and
Saratoga Avenue in the form of a publicly accessible plaza with seating and landscaping.

2.2.6 Project Construction

Project construction auld take approximatel31 months Construction staging euld occur on the
project site and adjacent public righftway, consistent with City requiremen&agingwould occur
on-site andproximate to the project location.

2.2.7 Green Building Features

The proposed project would be built to the California Green Bigl&tandards Code (CalGreen),
which includes design provisions intended to minimize wasteful energy consuniiteoproposed
project would be consistent with Sadnsé Council Policy-82. The project would incorporate
variety of design features inclugjrommunity design and planning, site design, including the
following:

High-performance building envelopes

Daylight maximization into interior office areas

Tenart submetering of utility consumption

Preferred parking for rideshare vehicles

Electric vehické charging stations

Designated lowemission vehicle stalls

Salvage or recycle at leagh percent of construction waste
Use of recycled and/or regional buildintaterials

Water efficient landscaping and irrigation design

=4 =4 =4 =4 -4 A4 4 -4 -4 2

On-site storm watemanagement and bioretention landscape planters

2.3 PROJECT OBJECTIVES

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15124, the EIR must identify the objecig# by the
proposed projgcThe applicantdés objectives for the proje

1 ImplementtheCit of San Jos®b6s Stevens Creek Urban V\
2040 General Plan by rezoning and redeveloping thaek8 project site to maximize
commercial densities

T I mpl ement San Jos®6s stated economic devel op
development of a mix of commercial uses such as maximizing new office space and best in
class fitness.
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1 Redevelop an underutilized existing commercial site and develop a ofigechmercial
uses along the classified grand boulevards of Stevens Creek 8wusnd Saratoga Avenue.
1 Pursue a development plan that can, in economically feasible fashion, support and provide:

0 A publicly accessible pedestrian plaza that will serve @sramunity gathering space
and to connect the surrounding neighborhood with ifidnisycle and pedestrian
features on Stevens Creek Boulevard and Saratoga Avenue serving both private and
public uses; and

o A landscaped, miblock paseo to make the site maralkable, while also providing
a pedestrian connection to future developmeititecsouth.

2.4 USES OF THE EIR

This EIR is intended to provide decistamakers in the City of San José (the CEQA lead agency),
responsible agencies, and the general public wldvant environmental information to use in
considering the pject It is antigpated that the project would require the following City
discretionary approvals:

1 Rezoning
M Conditional Use Permit

1 Subdivision Map Act Compliancen@p,lot merger anbbr lot line adjustmerto result in two
separate lots at the project }ite
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SECTION 3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING, IMPACTS, AND
MITIGATION

This sectiorpresents the discussioniofpacts related to the followingnvironmentakubjects in
their respective subsections

3.1 Aestheics 3.10 Hydrology and Water Quality

3.2  Agricultureand Forestry Resources 3.11 Land Use ad Phnning

3.3  Air Quality 3.12  Mineral Resources

3.4  Biological Resources 3.13 Noise

3.5  Cultural Resources 3.14 Populaton and Housing

3.6  Energy 3.15 Public Servicesand Recreation

3.7  GeologyandSoils 3.16  Transportation

3.8  Greenhouse Gas Emissions 3.17  Tribal Cultural Resources

3.9 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 3.18  Utilities and Service Systems
3.19 Wildfire

The discussion for each environmerdatjectincludes the following subsections:

Environmental Setting 1 This subsection 1) provides a brief overview of relevant plans, policies,
and regulations that compose the regulatory framework for the project and 2) describes the existing,
physical envionmeral conditions at the project site and in the surrounding area, as relevant.

Impact Discussioni This subsection includes the recommended checklist questions from Appendix
G of the CEQA Guidelines to assess impacts.

1 Project Impactsi This subsectiodliscts s es t h e p pmothe envitodrental mp a ¢ t
subjectas related to the checklist questions. For significant impacts, feasible mitigation
measures are identified. fAMitigation measur e
eliminate a significat impact (CEQA Guidelines Section 15370). Each impact is numbered
to correspond to the checklist question being answered. For example, ImpgctBsWers
the first checklist question in the Biological Resources section. Mitigation measures are also
numkered b correspond to the impact they address. For example, MMIB@efers to the
third mitigation measure for the first impact in the Biological Resources section.

1 Cumulative Impactsi This subsection discussesihed oj ect 6 s cumul ati ve i
environmental subjectCumulative impacts, as defined by CEQA, refer to two or more
individual effects, which when combined, compound or increase other environmental
impacts. Cumulative impacts may result from individually minor, but collectively significan
effects taking place over a period of tin@EQA Guideline Section 15130 states that an EIR

should discuss cumul ative i mpacts fiwhen the
c onsi d&hedidcusson does not need to be in as great detaihas@ésary for project
i mpacts, but is to be Aguided by Thhe standar

purpose of the cumulative analysis is to allow decision makers to better understand the
impacts that might result from approval of past, preserdreasonably foreseeable future
projects, in conjunction with the proposed project addressed in this EIR.
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The CEQA Guidelines advise that a discussiocuafiulativeimpacts should reflect both their
severity and the likelihood of their occurref{@EQA Guiddines Section 15130(h)To accomplish
these two objectiveshe analysis should include either a list of past, present, and probable future
projects or a summary of projections from an adopted general plan or similar document (CEQA
Guidelines Sectio 1513(b)(1)). This EIR uses the list of projects approashdescribed belaw

The analysis must determine whether the
impact is cumulatively considerable, as defined by CEQA Guideline Section(&»@}5The
cumulative impacts discussion for each environmental issue accordingly addresses the following
issues: 1) would the effects of all of past, present, and probable future (pending) development result
in a significant cumulative impact on the rasme n question; and, if that cumulative impact is likely

to be significant, 2) would the contribution from the proposed project to that significant cumulative
impact be cumulatively considerable?

project

Table 3.01 identifies the approved and pending projécthe project vicinity that are evaluated in
the cumulative analysi®ending projects include those submitted to the City of San José after the

start of circulation of the Notice of Preparation for the proposed project.

Table 3.01: Cumulative Projects List
Name Address Description Status
Winchester | 500 Charles Cali . . .
Ranch Drive, San José 668 residential units Approved
Jaquar Auto 40404050 Stevens
De%lershi Creek Boulevard 56,079squarefoot auto dealership Pending
P | san Jose
425 : Five-story building with 9,181 square feet of
Winchester 425 Winchester retail, 4,998 square feet of office, and 27 Pending
Boulevard San Jose : A
Boulevad residentialunits
\:j\?i?]chester 335 Winchester Four-story building wih 82,672 square &t of Pendin
Boulevard San Jose| office and 13,157 square fedtretail space g
Boulevard
Mercedes | 4500 Stevens Creek . .
Benz Boulevard San Jose Four-story 142,014quarefoot parkinggarage Pending
9.16million gross square feet office, retail and
5155 Stars and entertainment facilities, residential units, hotel
City Place | Stripes Drive Santa | rooms, parking facilities, open spaead Approved
Clara new/upgraded/expanded infrastructure and
utilities
(S:treé\éins 3209 Stevens Creek 45,778 square foot, twstory car dealership with Approved
Subaru Boulevard San Jose | a100,152 square foot thréevel parking structurg PP
4300 Two severstory residential buildingwith 500
Stevens 4300 Stevens Creek residential uniteand11,500 square feet oétail; Approved
Creek Boulevard, San Josq andasix-story 244,000 square foot office buildir PP
Boulevard and garage withi,089 parking spaces
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Table 3.01: Cumulative Projects List

Name Address Description Status

970,000square feet of office, 29,000 square feg
of retail,re-use of the Century 21 Theater, and{ Approved
re-alignmentof Olsen Drive

Santana 3161 Olsen Drive,
West San Jose

For each resource area, cumulative impacts may occur over different geographic areas. For example,
the project effects oair quality would combine with the effects of projects in the entirbasin,

whereas noise impacts woyddmarily be localized to the surrounding aréhe geographic area that

could be affected by the proposed project varies depending upon the gmparohmental issue

being consideredection 15130(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines states that lead agshoiegisl

define the geographic scope of the areactdfd by the cumulative effeciable 3.602 provides a

summary of the different geographic areasdito evaluate cumulativi@pacts.

Table 3.02: Geographic Considerations in Cumulative Analysis
Resoure Area Geographic Area

Aesthetics Project site and adjacent parcels

Agriculture and Forestry Resources Countywide

Air Quality SanFrancisco Bay Area Air Basin

Biological Resources Project site and adjacent parcels

Cultural Resources Project site anddjacent parcels

Energy Energy providero

Geology and Soils Project site and adjacent parcels

GHGs Planetwide

Hazards ad Hazardous Materials Project site and adjacent parcels

Hydrology and Water Quality San Tomasvatershed

Land Use and Phming/Population and Housing Citywide

Minerals Identified mineral recovery or resource area

Noise and Vibration Project site anddjacent parcels

Public Services and Recreation Citywide

Transportation/Traffic Citywide

Tribal Cultural Resources Projectsite and adjacent parcels

Utilities and Service Systems Citywide

Wildfire Within or adjacent to the wildfire hazard zong
3896 Stevens Creek Bavlard 15 Draft EIR

City of San José August2020



3.1 AESTHETICS

311 Environmental Setting

3.1.1.1 Regulatory Framework
Senate Bill 743

Senate Bill (SB)43 was adopted in 2013 and requires Egehcies to useehicle miles traveled
(VMT) as an alternativm level of servicel(OS) for evaluating transportation impac&B 743 also
includes changes to CEQA that apply to transiénted developments,valving evaluation of
aestheticsA p r @ gesthetic dmpacts will no longer be considered significant impacts on the
environmentf:

1. The project is a residential, mixebe residential, or employmecénter project, and
2. The project is located on an infill site within a transit priority drea.

Local governments retain their abi lsjiatdparking r egul &
impacts outside of the CEQA process.

ScenicHighwaysProgram

The CaliforniaScenic Highway Prograis managed by the California Department of Transgiorta
(Caltrans). The program is intended to protect and enhance the natural scetyiob€alifornia
highways and adjacent corridors through special conservation treatment. There are no state
designated scenic highways in the City of San JasgantaClara County, the one statiesignated
scenic highway is State Route (SR) 9 from thet&&ru County line to the Los Gatogyclimit.

Local

Envision San José 2040 General Plan

The General Plan identifies scenic Gateways on its Scenic Corridors Djaghnarh are locations
which announce to a visitor or resident that they are enterngth or a unique neighborhood. San
José Gateways contribute greatly to the overall image of San José and contribute to the quality of
life. Additionally, the GeneralPlan includes théollowing policiesthatare specific to aesthetic
resources and ar@g@licable to the proposed project.

IAn niiii | Isdefiredadic@a | ot | ocated within an urban area that h
site where at least 75 percent of pegimeter of the site adjoins, or is separated bylgn improved public righof-

way from, parcels that ar e Admnsiepriatity@eh wist 8@ walaidfeiaesd wur |
within onehalf mile of a major transit stop that is exigtior planned, if the planned stop is scheduldukto

completed within the planning horizon included in a Transportation Improvement Program adopted pursuant to
Section 450.216 or 450.322 of TAt hertradsdtsapfo tmeea nGo diem fi t|
containing an existing rail traistation, a ferry terminal served by either a bus or rail transit service, or the

intersection of two or more major bus routes with a frequency of service interval of 15 minutes or less during the

mornig and after noon pSoade: Offtoemnouft eP | paenrniiondangéntd CERA®re ar c h.
Transit Oriented DevelopmentFAQ. 6 Oct ober 14, 2014. Accessed January 2
http://www.opr.ca.gov/ceqa/updates/&h3/transit-oriented.html
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Policy Description

CDh-1.1 Require the highest standards of architecture and site design, and apply strong ¢
controls for all @velopment projects, both public and private, for the enhancemer
development of community character and for the proper transition between areas
different types of land uses.

CD-1.7 Require developers to provide pedestrian amenities, such sslighéng, recycling
and refuse containers, seating, awnings, atleer amenities, in pedestrian areas
along project frontages. When funding is available, install pedestrian amenities ir
public rightsof-ways.

CD-1.8 Create an attractive street prase with pedestriascaled building and landscaping
elements thaprovide an engaging, safe, and diverse walking environment. Encou
compact, urban design, including use of smaller building footprints, to promote
pedestrian activity throughout the City

CD-1.11 To create a more pleasing pedestagiented environmenfor new building frontages
include design elements with a human scale, varied and articulated facades usin
variety of materials, and entries oriented to public sidewalks or pedesatiways.
Provide windows or entries along sidewalks and pathyaysd black walls that do
not enhance the pedestrian experience. Encourage inviting, transparent facades
groundfloor commercial spaces that attract customers by revealing activangses
merchandise displays.

CD-1.12 Use building design to reflebbth the unique character of a specific site and the
context of surrounding development and to support pedestrian movement throug
the building site by providing convenient means ofyefism public streets and trans
facilities where applicable, aray designing ground level building frontages to crea
an attractive pedestrian environment along building frontages. Unless it is approy
to the site and context, franchisg/le archiecture is strongly discouraged.

CD-1.13 Use design review to engrage creative, highuality, innovative, and distinctive
architecture that helps to create unique, vibrant places that are both desirable url
places to live, work, and play and lead tmpetitive advantages over other regions

CD-1.17 Minimize the foaprint and visibility of parking areas. Where parking areas are
necessary, provide aesthetically pleasing and visually interesting parking garage
clearly identified pedestrian entrascand walkways. Encourage designs that
encapsulate parking facitis behind active building space or screen parked vehicle
from view from the public realm. Ensure that garage lighting does not impact adiji
uses, and to the extent feasible, avoid iotpaf headlights on adjacent land uses.

CD-1.23 Further the Commmity Forest Goals and Policies in this Plan by requiring new
development to plant and maintain trees at appropriate locations on private prop
and along public street frontages. Usedriehelp soften the appearance of the buil
environment, help prode transitions between land uses, and shade pedestrian ar
bicycle areas.

CD-10.2 Require that new public and private development adjacent to Gateways and free
(including 101, 880, 68 280, 17, 85, 237, and 87), and Grand Boulevards consisi
high-quality materials, and contribute to a positive image of San José.

In addition to applicable General Plan policies, the project would be required to comply with the
following City policies and guidelines, as applicable:
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1 San José Outdoor Lighting Rty (City Council Policy 43)
1 San José Commercial Design Guidelines

3.1.1.2 Existing Conditions
Project Site

The approximately 4-8cre project site is located at the southeast corner of Saratogaefaeth

Stevens Creek Boulevard. The project siteuisently developed with six commercial buildings and
surface parking lots in between the buildings. The commercial buildings vary in height froto one
two-stories andncludea variety of materials, atuding brick, stucco, and painted concrisee

Phdos 1 through 3)There are ornamental trees spread out within the surface parking lots and grass
patches along then north and east sides of the projecdaitgoga Avenue is a designated scenic
Gatewy i n t he Ci tThémrareStsState Scamighwal ia 8R 9, which is
approximatelys.5 miles south of the project site.

Surrounding Area

Surrounding land uses consist primarily of commercial uses along Saratoga Avenue and Stevens
Creek Bouleved. These structures vary in material and stylealbeitcomposed mainly of stucco and
brick with flat roofs(see Photos 4 through)1L0'he adjacent parcel south of the project site is
developed with similarly styled commercial buildings and surface parRigo-story, stucco
apartment complex is locatedugheast of the project site across Northlake Drive. The site is
bounded by a sHane road to the north (Stevens Creek Boulevard), alémerroad to the west
(Saratoga Avenue), and a thane road tohte east (Northlake DriveJhe project site has mimial or

no views of the foothills of the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Basscenic view corridors, scenic
vistas, or scenic resources are located on site.

Light and Glare

Sources of light and glare ambundant in the urban environment of the projea,areluding but
not limited to street lights, parking lot lights, security lights, vehicular headlights, internal building
lights, and reflective building surfaces and windows

Location within a Transit Priority Area

The project site is located withinti@nsit priority area as defined by SB 743 and showigare

3.1-1. Bus routes 23 and 323, operated by the Santa Clara Valley Transportation AGtAoAy

stop at the interséion of Stevens Creek Boulevard and San Tomas Expressway at intervals of 15
minutes or less during morning and afternpeakcommute hours.
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3.1.2 Checklist Questons

Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings,
and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

c) Would the project conflict wth applicable zoning and other regtibns governing scenic
quality?

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

3.1.3 Project Impacts

a) Would the project have a substantl adverseeffect on a scenic vista

While the project is located adjacent to a General Plan designated scenic Gateway (Saratoga
Avenue), he projeciproposes anmeployment centeaseand a rendering is shown Figure 3.1-2.
The project site is an infill site located within a transit priority aReasuant to SB 743 (Public
Resources Codsection 21099(d)(1))aesthetic impacts @nemployment center on an ilfsite
within a transit priority arearenot considered significd impacts on the environmefithus, the
impact is less than significarft.ess than Significant Impact)

b) Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limiteid,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a stag scenic highway?

The nearest State Scenic Highway is SR 9, which is 5.5 miles south of the project site. Thus, the
project would notmpactscenic resources within&tate Scenic HighwayNo Impact)

¢) Would the project conflict with applicable zoning am other regulationsgoverning scenic
quality ?

The project would be consistent with the proposed zoning designation for taedigeonsistent
with the heights, massing, and setbacks desclighih the Stevens Creek Boulevard Urban
Village. As descibed in theresponse tQuestion athe impact would be less than significghess
than Significant Impact)
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d) Would the project create a newsource of substantl light or glare which would adversely
affect day or nighttime views in the are&

The project would present a new source of light to the area as there will be a new threttg 12

building on the project site. However, as previously mentioned,rtjegb site currently has existing

urban light and glare sources such as street Jight&ing lot lights, security lightgpassingvehicular

headlights, internal building lights, and reflective building surfaces and windfghite the project

would add hese sources into the existing environm#rd,project would comply with the
aforementioned Gener al Pl an policies, the Cityo
City Council Lighting Policy 432 As a result,lte proposed project would nagisificantly impact

adjacent land uses with increased nighttime light levels or daytime glare from building materials. As
stated in theesponse tQuestion a)the impact would be less than significghess than

Significant Impact)

3.14 Cumulative Impacts

Would the projectresult in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant
cumulative aesthetics impac?

As discussed above, the project would fall under the provisions of SB 743 and, would not contribute
to a cunulative aesthetic impadflessthan Significant Cumulative Impact)

2 Policy 43 regulates outdoor lighting on private development projects. The policy provides regulations pertaining
to how lights are directed, shielding of lights, and time of usdifiplay lighting.
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3.2 AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

3.21 Environmental Setting

3.2.1.1 Regulatory Framework
State

Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program

The California Depart meMappingdnd MboitormgeRrogramt (FMMPH s Far
provides maps and data to decision makers to assist them in making informed decisions regarding the
planning of the present and future use of Calif

Forest Land and Timberland

PublicResources Code Section 12220(g) idesgiforest land as land that can support a 10 percent
native tree cover of any species, including hardwoods, under natural conditions, and that allows for
management of one or more forest resources. Public Res@odesSection 4526 identifies
timberlandas land, other than land owned by the federal government and land designated as
experimental forest land, which is available for, and capable of, growing a crop of trees.

3.2.1.2 Existing Conditions

The project site is lo¢ad within an existing developed aread#s currently developed with urban

uses The project site is not currently used for agricultural purpgsesordingto the Santa Clara

County I mportant Farmlands 2014 MaplLandtdite si te i
project site is not degnated as farmland of any type and is not sulbgeatWilliamson Act contract.

Further, o land adjacent to the project site is designated or used as farmland or timberland.

3.2.2 Checklist Questions

Would the project

1) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farndaor Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resourdggency, to noragricultural use?

2) Conflict with exsting zoning for agricultural use, or aillldmson Act contra@

3) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest ldub(ic Resources Code
Section 12220(g)), timberlandP(iblic Resources Code&ion 4526), or timberland zoned
TimberlandProduction (Government Co&ection 511049))?

4) Resultin a loss of forest land or conversion of forest land teforast us@

5) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature,
could result in conversion of Farmlarid,norragricultural use or conversion fafrest land to
nonforest us@

3 CalliforniaDepartment of CaservationSanta Clara County Important Farmland 2014 M&gxtober 2016.
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3.2.3 Project Impacts

a) Would the project convert Farmland, as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to
non-agricultural use?

The site is not used apbned for agricultural purposes. The site is not designated as farmland of any
type, and is not the subjeafta Williamson Act contractNone of the properties adjacent to the

project site are used fagriculture For these reasons, the project wouldenao impact on
agriculturalresources(No Impact)

b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
contract?

See response fQuestion a)(No Impact)

¢) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land,
timberland, or timberland zoned Timberland Production?

The site is not designated forest land or timberlandone of the properties adjacent to the project
site aredesigqratedor used as forest lan&or these reasons, tpeoject would have no impact on
forest resourcegNo Impact)

d) Would the project result in a loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to neforest
use?

See response fQuestion c)(No Impact)

e) Would the project involve other changes in the exting environment which, due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to noragricultural use or
conversion of forest land to norforest use?

See response Question c)(No Impact)

3.24 Cumulative Impacts

Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant
agricultural and forestry resources impac®

The proposed project would not impact agricdtur forest resources or landseteforejt would
not contribute to a cumulative agriculturalforest impact(No Cumulative Impact)
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3.3 AIR QUALITY

This section is based on the air quality analysis prepared for the projdotdworth & Rodkin,

Inc.in March202Q This report is included asppendixB to this Draft EIR Note that the analysis

includes a 496,000 square foot parking garage, where a 468,000 square foot garage is now proposed:;
thus, theanalysis in this section is conservative with regéocconstructiorrelated air quality

impacts.

3.3.1 Environmental Setting

3.3.1.1 Background Information
Criteria Pollutants

Air quality in the Bay Area is assessed related to six common air poll@tafgged to as criteria
pollutants), including grountkvel ozone (@), nitrogen oxides (N§), particulate matter (PM),

carbon monoxid¢CO), sulfur oxides (S, and lead.Criteria pollutants are regulated because they
result in health effect#\n ovewiew of the sources of criteria pollutants and their associated health
are summarized imable3.3-1. The most conmonly regulated criteria pollutants in the Bay Area are
discussed further below.

Table 3.3-1: Health Effects of Air Pollutants
Pollutants Sources Primary Effects
1 Aggravation of respiratory and
Ozone Atmaospheric reaction of organic gase cardiovascular diseases
with nitrogen oxides in sunlight 1 Irritation of eyes
1 Cardiopulmonary function impairmen
Nitrogen Motor vehicle exhaust, high . 9 Aggravaion of respiratory illness
Dioxide temperature stationary comtbios, 1 Reduced visibili
atmospheric reactions ue sibility
Fine 1 Reduced lung functiorespecially in
Particulate Stationary combustion of solid fuels, children
Matter (PMs) | construction activities, industrial 1 Aggravation of respiratory and
and Coarse | processes, atmospheric chemical cardiorespiratory diseases
Particulate reactions 1 Increased cough and chest discomfo
Matter (PMo) 1 Reduced visibility

4 The area has attained both state and federal ambient air quality standards for CO. The project does not include
substantial new emissions of sulfur dioxide or lead. Theseiarfgeliutants are not discussed further.
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Table 3.3-1: Health Effects of Air Pollutants

Pollutants Sources Primary Effects
Cars and trucks, especially diesel
S . . 1 Cancer
Toxic Air fueled; industrial sources, such as . L
. _ . 9 Chronic eye, lung, or skiinritation
Contaminants | chrome platers;ng cleaners andervice N logical and ducti
(TACs) stations; building materials and T d'eurg ogical and reproductive
products isorders

Source: Bay Area Air Quality Management Districalifornia Environmental Quality Act Air Quality Guililee.
May 2017.Table C.2, Page-C5.

High Oz levels are caused by the cumulative emissions of reactive organic gases (ROG).and NO

These precursor pollutants react under certain meteorological conditions to forms legk|&
Controlling the emissim of t hese precursor pollutants is th
reduce Qlevels. The highest Qevels in the Bay Area occur in the eastern and southern inland

valleys that are downwind of air pollutant sources.

PM is a problematic air pollanht of the Bay Area. PM is assessed and measured in terms of
respirable particulate matter or particles that have a diameter of 10 micrometers or lgsartBM
fine particulate matter where particles have a diametebahitrometers or less (P)). Elevated
concentrations of PMand PM s are the result of both regiemide emissions and localized
emissions.

Toxic Air Contaminants

TACs are a broad class of compounds known to have health effects. They include bttiariesd

to criteria pollutantsTACs are found in ambient air, especially in urban areas, and are caused by
industry, agriculture, diesel fuel combustion, and commercial operations (e.g., dry cleaners). TACs
are typically found in low concentrations,egvnear their source (e.g., diegarticulate matter

[DPM] near a freeway).

Diesel exhaust is the predominant TAC in urban air and is estimated to represent abautatiezs

of the cancer risk from TACs. Diesel exhaust is a complex mixture of gagess, and fine

particles. Medim- and heawyduty diesel trucks represent the bulk of DPM emissions from

California highways. The majority of DPM is small enough to be inhaled into the lungs. Most

inhaled patrticles are subsequently exhaled, but someitlepdke lung surface or are degted in

the deepest regions of the lungs (most susceptible to iRj@ymicals in diesel exhaust, such as
benzene and formaldehyde, have been previously identified as TACs by the California Air Resources
Board (CARB).

Sensitive Receptors

Some groupsf people are more affected by air pollution than others. CARB hasfiddrihie
following personsaslikely to be affected by air pollution: children under 16, the elderly over 65, and

SCali fornia Ai rOvBdeswoDiesecEehaustBandaHealth Accessed July 29, 2019
https://www.arb.ca.gov/research/diesel/digsedhlth.htm
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people with cardiovascular and chronic respiratory diseases. Tiegs@re classified as sensitive
receptors. Locations that may containigh concentration of these sensitive population groups
include residential areas, hospitals, daycare facilities, elder care facilities, and elementary schools.

3.3.1.2 Regulatory Framework
Federal and State
Clean Air Act

At the federal level, the United Statesvitonmental Protection Agency (EPA) is responsible for
overseeing implementation of the Clean Air Act and its subsequent amendhtentsderal Clean
Air Act requires the EPA to setional ambient air quality standards for the six common criteria
pollutants (discussed previously), including PM, OO, SQ, NGy, and lead.

CARB is the state agency that regulates mobile sources throughout the state and oversees
implementation of thetate air quality laws and regulations, including the California Clean Air Act.
The EPA and the CARB have adopted ambient air quality standstedsishing permissible levels

of these pollutants to protect public health and the climate. Violations oéandr quality

standards are based on air pollutant monitoring data and are determined for each air pollutant.
Attainment status for a pollutanteans that a given air district meets the standard set by the EPA
and/or CARB.

Risk Reduction Plan

To addres the issue of diesel emissions in the state, CARB developed the Risk Reduction Plan to
Reduce Particulate Matter Emissions from Didagtled Egines and Vehicle$n addition to

requiring more stringent emission standards for newwoad and offroad mdile sources and

stationary diesefueled engines to reduce particulate matter emissions by 90 percent, the plan
involves application of emissiarontrol strategies to existing diesel vehicles and equipment to
reduce DPM (in additional to other pollutantshplementation of this plan, in conjunction with
stringent federal and CARBdopted emission limits for diesel fueled vehicles and equipment
(including offroad equipment), will significantly reduce emissions of DPM ang.NO

Regional

2017 Clean Air Plan

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) is the agency primarily responsible for
assuring that the federal and state ambient ailitgstandards are maintained in the San Francisco

Bay Area. Regional air quality management districts, ssdB/AQMD, must prepare air quality

pl ans specifying how state and feder al air qual
adopted plansithe Bay Area 2017 Clean Air Plan (2017 CAP). The 2017 CAP focuses on two

related BAAQMD goals: protecting plic health and protecting the climate. To protect public

health, the 2017 CAP describes how BAAQMD will continue its progress toward attai@iegstl

federal air quality standards and eliminating health risk disparities from exposure to air pollution

among Bay Area communities. To protect the climate, the 2017 CAP includes control measures
designed to reduce emissions of methane and othergrgerhouse gases (GHGSs) that are potent
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climate pollutants in the ned&erm, and to decrease emissions of carthioxide by reducing fossil
fuel combustiors.

BAAOQMD CEQA Air Quality Guidelines

The BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality Guidelines are intended to semgea guide for those who prepare
or evaluate air quality impact analyses for projects and plans in the Sais€oaBay Area.
Jurisdictions in the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin utilize the thresholds and methodology for
assessing air quality impactsveéoped by BAAQMD within their CEQA Air Quality Guidelines.
The guidelines include information on legal reqoiemts, BAAQMD rules, methods of analyzing
impacts, and recommended mitigation measures.

San José Envision 2040 General Plan

The General Plamcludes policies for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating impacts from planned
development in the City. The li@es below are specific to air quality and are applicable to the
proposed project.

Policy Description

MS-10.1 Assess projected a@missions from new development in conformance with the
BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines and relative to state and federal standteistify and
implement feasible air emission reduction measures.

MS-10.2 Consider the cumulative air quality impacts from proposaeidbpments for proposed
|l and use designation changes and new
Air Plan am State law.

MS-11.1 Require completion of air quality modeling for sensitive land uses such as new resi
developments that are located near sources of pollution such as freeways and indu
uses. Require new residential development projectpamjects categorized as sensitive
receptors to incorporate effective mitigation into project designs or bedcaatedequatt
distance from sources of TACs to avoid significant risks to health and safety.

MS-11.2 For projects that emit toxic air contaraints, require project proponents to prepare hei
risk assessments in accordance with BAAQk&Dommended procerhs as part of
environmental review and employ effective mitigation to reduce possible health risk
less than significant level. Alternagly, require new projects (such as, but not limited
industrial, manufacturing, and processing facilities} tire sources of TACs to be
located an adequate distance from residential areas and other sensitive receptors.

MS-11.4 Encourage the instatian of appropriate air filtration at existing schoatssidences, and
other sensitive receptor usadversely affected by pollution
sources.

MS-13.1 Include dust, particulate matter, and construction equipment exhaust control meast

conditions of aproval for subdivision maps, site development and planned developr
permits, grading permits, aneémolition permits. At minimum, conditions shall conforr
to construction mitigation measures recommended in the current BAAQMD CEQA
Guidelines for the releant project size and type.

5 BAAQMD. Final 2017 Clean Air PlanApril 19, 2017.
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3.3.13 Existing Conditions

The project is located iBanta Clara County, which is in the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin.
Ambient air quality standards have been established at battatheand federal leveThe San
Francisco BayArea Air Basin is currently designated as a-attainment area for staééd national
standardsor Oz and PM s, andstate standards for RM The project area is considered attainment or
unclassified for all other pollutants.

The project site is devagbed with & commercial buildings and surface parking lots. The main
sources of air pollution are from vehicle trips to and from the project site and adjacent traffic along
Saratoga Avenue and Stevens Creek Boulevard. The nearest sensitive receatioit seBiors

residing at Courtyard Care Center (i.e., a nursing héoeajed across Northlake Drive,
approximately70 feeteast of the project sitd he nearesesidence isocated at ampartment
complexon Northlake Drive 125 feetsoutheast of the pject site.

3.3.2 Checklist Questions

Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation tife applicable air quality plan?

b) Violate any air quality standard or result in a cumulatively considerable net increase in an
existing or projected air qualitjiolation?
c) Expose sensitive receptors to substmollutant concentrations?

d) Result in substantial emissions (such as odors or dust) adversely aféestibgtantial
number of people?

As discussed in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(b), the detation of whether groject may

have a significant effect oh& environment calls fgudgment on the part of the lead agency and

must be based to the extent possible on scientific and factualtiai@ity hasconsidered thair

guality thresholds updatday BAAQMD in May 2017 and regards these thresholds to be based on

the best information available for the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin and conservative in terms of
the assessment of health effects associated with TACs ane Phé BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality
thresholds used in this analysis are identifiefiable3.3-2.

Table 3.3-2: BAAQMD Air Quality Sign ificance Thresholds

Construction

Operational Thresholds

Thresholds
Pollutant Average Daily Annual Daily Annual Average
Emissions Emissions Emissions
(pounds/day) (pounds/year) (tonsl/year)
Criteria Air Pollutants
ROG, NQ 54 54 10
PMio 82 (exhaust) 82 15
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Table 3.3-2: BAAQMD Air Quality Sign ificance Thresholds

Construction .
Thresholds Operational Thresholds
Pollutant Average Daily Annual Daily Annual Average
Emissions Emissions Emissions

(pounds/day) (pounds/year) (tonslyear)

PMz.s 54 (exhaust) 54 10

Cco Not Applicable 9.0 ppm (eighthour) or 20.0 pm (onehour)
DustControl

Fugitive Dust Measures/Best Not Applicable
Management Practice

Health Risks and Hazards for New Sources (within a 1,00f@ot Zone of Influence)

Health Hazard Single Source Combined Cumulative Sources
Excess Cancer Risk >10.0per one million >100 per one million
Hazard Index >1.0 >10.0
Incremental Annual Pk >0.3 pg/nt > .8 3% g/ m

Notes: ROG = reactive organic gases,xNnitrogen oxides, PM= course particulate matter with a diameter
10 micrometers (um) or less, and P fine particulate matter with a diameter of 2.5 yum or less.

3.33 Project Impacts

a) Would the projectconflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality
plan?

The proposed projectould not conflict with the lates2017Clean AirPlaneffortsor General Plan

policiessi nce the projectds const r bebelawshe BAAQMD oper at i
thresholds of significance for air pollutants as discussed baholer Question hand development

of the project site would be considered urban infllty and project compliance withe applicable

2017CAP Control Measures are digs®d in the table that follows

Table 3.3-3: Applicable Control Measures

Control Measure Consistency with Measure

Transportation Measures

TR2 - Trip Reduction Programs: Implement | The City is requiring a TDM plan as part of
the regional Commuter Befits Program (Rule | development approvalherefore, the project
14-1) that requires employers with 50 or more| would beconsistent with this emsure.

Bay Area employees to provide commuter
benefits. Encourage trip reduction policies anc
programs in local plans, e.g., general and spe
plans while preiding grants to support trip
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Table 3.3-3: Applicable Control Measures

Control Measure

Consistency with Measure

redudion efforts. Encourage local government:
to require mitigation of vehicle travel as part of
new development approval, to adopt transit
benefits ordinances in order to reduce transit
costs to employees, and to developowative
ways to encourage rideshamansit, cycling, and
walking for work trips. Fund various employer
based trip reduction programs.

TR8 - Ridesharing, LastMile Connection:
Promote carpooling and vanpooling by providi
funding to continue regional and local
ridesharing programs, and support the expans
of carsharing programs. Provide incentive
funding for pilot projects tevaluate the
feasibility and cosgffectiveness of innovative
ridesharing and other lastile solution trip
reduction strategies. Encourage employers to
promote ridesharing and carsharing to their
employees.

The City is requiring a TDM plan as part of
devdopment approval Therefore, the mject
would beconsistent with this measure.

TR9 - Bicycle and Pedestrian Access and
Facilities: Encourage planning for bicycle and
pedestrian facilities in local plans, e.g., genere
and specific plans, fund bike lanesutes, paths
and bicycle parkindacilities.

The City is requiring pedestrian and bicycle
facilities for the projectTherefore, the project
would beconsistent with this measure.

TR13 - Parking Policies: Encourage parking
policies and programs incal plans, e.g., reduct
minimum parkihg requirements; limit the suppl
of off-street parking in transiriented areas;
unbundle the price of parking spaces; support
implementation of demarolased pricing in
high-traffic areas.

The City is allowing the mject to have a 38
percent reductiomiparking with implementation
of a TDM plan.Therefore, the projeetould be
consistent with this measure.

Building Measures

BL1 - Green Buildings: Collaborate with
partners such as KyotoUSA to identify energy
relaed improvements and opportunities for
onsite renewable energy systems in school
districts; investigate funding strategies to
implement upgrades. Identify barriers to
effective local implementation of the Californig
Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen,;
Title 24) statewide building energy ae;
develop solutions to improve

The City has adopted CalGreen code requirems
as wel | as a fAreacho
project would be subjectherefore, the project
would beconsistent with this measure.

implementation/enforcement. Work with
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Table 3.3-3: Applicable Control Measures

Control Measure Consistency with Measure

ABAGOGs BayREN progr af
funding available for energielated projects in
the buildings sector. Engage with additional
partners tdarget reducing emissions from
specific types of buildings.

BL4 - Urban Heat Island Mitigation: Develop | The City has adopted CalGreen code requireme
andu ge adoption of a which require coeland solaready roofswhich
parkingd that pr omot 4 wouldbe requiredfadhe projectTherefore, the
treatments for new parking facilities, as well | projectwould be consistent with this measure.
existing surface lots undergoing resurfacing.
Develop and promote adoptiofi model building
code requirements for nezonstruction or
reroofing/roofing upgrades for commercial anc
residential multifamily housing.

Natural and Working Lands Measures

NW?2 - Urban Tree Planting: Develop or The City has an adopted tree ordinance to whic
identify an existing model municipal tree the project would be subjewathich has specific
planting ordinance and encourage local tree replacement requirements to preserve the
governments to adopt such an ordinance. Incl| urban forest Thereforethe projectould be

tree plantingreamme ndat i on s, | consistent with this measure

technical guidance, best management practice
for local plans, and CEQA réewv.

Water Measures

The City has adopted CalGreen code requiremsg
which require wateefficient indoor plumbing
fixtures and landscape irrigation fixturdhe
project would be required to comply with these
code requirements and, therefarmuld be
consistent with this measure.

WR2 - Support Water Conservation: Develop
a list of best practices that reduce water
consumption and increase-eite water recycling
in new and existing buildings; incorpteanto
local planning guidance.

For these reasonthe projectvould notconflict with or obstruct implementation of t2817CAP
and the impactvould beless than significanfLess Than Significant Impact)

b) Would the project violate any air quality standard or result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase in aexisting or projected air quality violation?

The California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) Version 2016.3.2 was used to estimate
emissions from construction and operatiothafproject’ The project land use typésffice, retail,

7 CalEEMod is a statewide land use emissions computer model designed to quantify potential criteria pollutant and
greenhouse gas emissions associated with both construction and operativas/ériety of land use projects.
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restaurantandhealth club usesas well as the proposed emergency generators), their square footage
andtheanticipated construction schedule were provided by the project applicant and entered in
CalEEMod whichcomputes annual emissions for construction. The nmudeides emission

estimates for both esite and offsite construction activities. Gsite activities are primarily made up

of construction equipment emissions, while-gite activiy includes worker, hauling, and vendor

traffic.

Construction Emissions

Based on the construction schedule for the office and parking garage, the earliest possible start date
would be in 2020 and th@oject would be built out over a period of approxirhagl months, or
approximately 665onstruction workdaydg-or the healtlelub, the earliest possible start date would

be in 2021 and the project would be built over approximately 19 months or 405 workdays.
Construction of the office building, parking gaeagnd the health club would overlap in 2021 and
2022.The earliest opetmnal year vould be 2023.

Based on the CalEEMod resultggaage dailyconstructioremissions were computed by dividing
the total construction emissions by the number of construdagys 665workdays).Construction of
the proposed project would includemolition, site preparation, trenching, grading and excavation,
exterior building construction, paving and interior building construcamger drilling is proposed
during the graithg phag. Construction is anticipated to last f8t months.Table3.3-4 below shows
the calculated construction emissions for the projgased on projected cdnsction information
provided by the project appéat

Table 3.3-4: Project Construction Period EmissiongCriteria Air Pollutants)
Scenario ROG NOX E;’:i 1Lj)St E;':/Iazjst
Total construction emissions 39tons 14.9 tons 0.54tons 0.51 tons
Average daily emissions 118lbs/day | 448Ibs/day | 1.6 Ibs/day | 1.5 Ibs/day
BAAQMD Thresholdy 54 Ibs./day 54 1bs./day 82lbs./day | 54lbs./day
Exceed Threshold? No No No No
Notes:!Assumes65workdays.

As shown inTable3.3-4, project generated constructiemissions would not exceed the BAAQMD
significance thresholds. Thus, the project would not violate air quality standards and the impact
would be less than significarft.ess than Significant Impact)

Operational Emissions

Operational air emissions frometiproject would be generated primarily from vehicle tbhased on
the pr oj ect docsandfrom the pjechsdgeaSectianr8.15 Transportation), which
were input into the CalEEMod mod@&vaporative enssions from architectural coatings and

CalEEMod wagleveloped for the Qigornia Air Pollution Officers Association in collaboration with the California
Air Districts.
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maintenance products (classified as consumer products) are typical emissions fpoopdsed
usesEmissions from the two proposed, 1000 kW emergency generators were also modeled.
CalEEMod was used to estimate esioss from operation of the projedtfall build-out The results

of the analysis are shownTrable3.3-5 below.

Table 3.3-5: Project Operational Emissions(Criteria Air Pollutants )
Scenario ROG NOXx PM1o PM2s
2023 Project Operational Emissionsr(s/yeay 3.8tons| 6.3tons| 5.2tons| 15tons
2023 Existing Operational Emissiorierfs/yeay 0.3tons| 0.3tons| 0.3tons| 0.1tons
Net Annual Emissiony 3.5tons 6.0tons | 4.9tons 1.4tons
BAAQMD Thresholds (tons /yeg 10 tons 10tons | 15tons | 10tons
Exceed Threshold No No No No
2022 Project Operational Emissioffiss(/day* 19.0bs. 32.8lbs. | 26.9lbs. | 7.6lbs.
BAAQMD Threshold§pounds/day) 54 Ibs. 541bs. 821bs. 541bs.
Exceed Threshold? No No No No
Notes:! Assumes 36%lay operation.

As shown above, the project would not exceed the BAAQMD significance thresholds for operational

emissions(Less than Significant Impact)

Cumulative consideratigrarediscussed as a separatetsm below.

¢) Would the project expose sensitiveeceptors to substantial pollutant concentration®

The operation of the project site includesissions from generators and vehicle trisdiscussed
above, the project construction and operation wodet the BAAQMD standards for criteria

pollutant e aprojectspecific level, which would not expose sensitive receptors to those pollutant
Cityos

concentrations at a |

evel

above

However, onstruction emissions would occur as exhaust emisfiomsconstruction equipment,
truck trave] and waker traffic, and from fugitive dust emissiassociated with demolition and
ground disturbance. These two types of emissions (fugitive dugiA@sg) are discussed below.

Construction Fugitive Dust

Constuction activities, particularly during site preption and grading, would generate fugitive dust

in the form of PMo and PMs. Sources of fugitive dust would include disturbed soils at the
construction site and trucks carrying uncovered loads of &hiless properly controlled, vehicles

leaving the ge would deposit mud on local streets, which could be an additional source of airborne
dust after it dries. The BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality Guidelines consider these impacts to be less
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thansignificant ifBestManagemenPractice§ BMPs), which are listed below agandard permit
conditions,are implemented to reduce these emissions.

Standard Permit Conditions:

1 Water active construction areas at least twice daily or as often as needed to control dust
emissions

1 Cover trucks haulig soil, sand, and other loose materials and/or ensure that all trucks hauling
such materials maintain at least two feet of freeboard.

1 Remove visible mud or dirt traekut onto adjacent public roads using wet power vacuum
street sweegrs at least once pday. The use of dry power sweeping is prohibited.

1 Enclose, cover, water twice daily or apply foric soil binders to exposed stockpiles (dirt,
sand, etc.).

Pave new or improved roadways, driveways, and sidewalks as soon asepossibl

Lay building pads as soon as possible after grading unless seeding or soil binders are used.
Replant vegetation in disturbed areas as quickly as possible.

Install sandbags or other erosion control measures to prevent silt runoff to public roadways.

= =4 4 -4 =

Minimize idling times either by shutting off equipment when not in use, or reducing the
maximum idling time to 5 minutes (as required by the California airborne toxics control
measure Title 13, Section 2485 of California Code of Regulations). Providesicieage for
construction workers at all access points.

f Maintain and property tune construction equi
specifications. Check all equipment by a certified mechanic and record a determination of
running in proper condibh frior to operation.

9 Post a publicly visible sign with the telephone number and person to contact at the lead
agency regarding dust complaints.

These BMPs will be incorporatéato construction documents, contracts, and project plEims
project, wit the implementation of the above project conditions, woulterpbse sensitive
receptors to substantidlist emissiongLess than Significant Impact)

Construction Toxic Air Contaminants

Project impacts related to increased commumégithrisks can ocur either by introducing a new
source of TACs with the potential to adversely affect existing sensitive receptors in the project
vicinity or by significantly exacerbating existing cumulative TAC impaClt® proposegroject

would introduce new sources DACs during construction (i.e. temporary shigtm construction
emissions) and operation (i.e. increased traffic volumes and a diesel generator). A community risk
assessment was prepafettiuded withinAppendixB) to addressmpacts on surrounding esite
sensitive receptor3.here are also sevemkistingsources of TACs and localized air pollutants in the
vicinity of the pioject. The impact of the existing sources of TAC upon the existing sensitive
receptors was assess€dmmunity risk impacts are addressed by predicting increased cancer risk,
the increase in annual BNconcentrations and computing the Hazard Index (étinbrncancer

health risks.
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A health risk assessmefiicluded as part ohppendixB) was prepared to address project
construction impacts on the surroundingsifé sensitive receptor§he primary community risk
impacs associated with construction emissions are cancer risk and exposuresdiddel exhaust
(which is a TAC) poses both a potential health and nuisance impact to nearby redeyuijast
impactsrelated to increased community risk can occur by introducing a new source of TACs with the
potential to adversely affect existing sensitive receptors in the progaaty Project onstruction
activity would generate dust and equipment exhaust on atanybasis that could affect nearby
sensitive receptor€onstruction equipment and associated heuy truck traffic generates diesel
exhaust, which is a known TA While these exhaust air pollutant emissions would not be
considered to contribute substially to existing or projected air quality violatiof@s described
previously), theymay, however still pose health risks farearbysensitive receptors

The maximally exposed individual (MEI) recepsmarelocated on the secorilbor of the residential
building soutreastof thesite across Northlake Drive (Northlake Ambassador Apartméerits).
results of the community health risk assessraeggummarized iMable3.3-6.

Table 3.3-6: Construction Community Risk at the Residential MVEI
Cl\gﬁ)ég lIJ:ar?sk Conse'\r/lwffsation 'T?ég;d
Source (per million) (edg m
Project Construction 84.2(infant) 0.40 0.06
BAAQMD Thresholdl Single Source >10.0 >0.3 >1.0
Exceed Threshold? Yes Yes No

As shown, he maximum computed HVould bebelow the BAAQMD significance criteriof.he
maximum incrementaesidential infant cancer risknd annualPM; s concentratiorexposurevould
exceed thie respectiveBAAQMD significance threshokl

Impact AIR-1:  Project construction would exceed BAAQMiynificance thresholds for infant
cancer risk and annual BNIconcentration exposure at the residential MEI.
(Significant Impact)

To ensure impacts are reduced below the significance thredmelii/lowing mitigation measure
shall beimplemented by the project to reduce health risk impacts from project cormiractivities.
MM AIR -1.1:  Prior to the issuance of any demolition, grading, and/or building permits, the
project applicanshallretain a qualified consultant tievelop aconstruction
operationglan demonstrating that the offad equipment used gite to construct
the project would achieve a flegide averag&8-percent reduction idiesel
particulate matterPM) exhaust emissions or great€o achieve the reduction on
the project one or a combination of the following measures will be implemented:

91 All dieselpowered offroad equipment, larger than 25 horsepower,
operating on the site for more than two days continuously shall, at a
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minimum, meet EPA particulate mattenissions standards for Tier 4
engines. Exceptions could be made for equipmexttrtteets EPA

Tier 2 or 3 standards that include CARBtrtified Level 3 Diesel
Particulate Filter8 or equivalent.

1 Provideelectric powerconnectiongluring early construction phases
to avoid use of diesel generators.

1 Stationary construction cranes (buildicranes) and manlifts shall be
powered by electricitywhere feasible

If any of these alternative measures are proposed, the project appladamtchide
them in the construction operations plan (as stated in MMJAR which includes
specifications of the equipment to be used during construction prior to the issuance
of any demolition, grading, or building permits, whichever osthe earliestThe
construction operations plaskall demonstrate that the gtiad equipment used
on-site to constrat the project would achieve a flegtde average 88 percent
reduction in DPM exhaust emissions or greater.

MM AIR -1.2:  Prior to theissuance of any demolition, grading and/or building permits (whichever
occurs first), the project applicant shall subaconstruction operations plan that
includes specifications of the equipment to be used during construction prior to the
issuance of andemolition, grading, and/or building permits (whichever occurs
earliest) to the Director of PlanninBuilding, andCode Enforcemera r Di r ect or 0 s
designee. Theonstruction operations plahall be accompanied by a lettsigned
by an air quality spealist, verifying that the equipment included in the plan meets
the pecified reductionset forth in these mitigatiomeasures.

With implementation of MM AIR1.1 and MM AIR-1.2, as well athe standard permitonditions for
dust, he computed maximunifétime residential cancer risk the MEIfrom construction would be
7.7 in one million which isbelow the BAAQMD sgnificance threshold of 10 in one million.
Additionally, the maximum annu#@M. s concentration would beeduced t®.07 € g #, which is
below the BAAQMD significant threshold of 0s3g 2. As a resultimpacts would be reduced 4o
lessthansignificantlevelwith respect to community risk causeddmnstruction activitiegLess
than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated)

d) Would the project result in substantial emissions (such as odors or dust) adversely
affecting a substantial number of peopl@

Examples of land uses that generate considerable odors include wastewater treatment plants,
landfills, and chemical plants. Thesersfiggcant sources of odor are not proposed as part of the
project. The project proposes office and commercial usest@nlhe proposed uses are similar to
the existing uses esite. Restaurants o8ite may create emissions leading to objectionable pdors
howeverthey would not emit substantial odors similar to wastewater treatment plants, landfills, or

8California Air ResourceuBoamd | yficWsaedidffiile2dt9idon Pr ocedur
http://www.arb.ca.gov/diesel/verdev/vt/cvt.htm
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chemical plants. fius, the project would have a less than significant imfaess than Significant
Impact)

3.34 Cumulative Impacts

Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant air
quality impact?

Cumulative Exposure of Sensitive Req#ors

Community health risk assessmeimidude substantial sources of TACs locatetthv 1,000 feet of
project site These sowes include highways, busy surface streets, and stationary sources identified
by BAAQMD. A review of the area surrounding theject site identied several stationary sources
androadways that would be sources of TATsffic on Stevens Creek Boulevaehd Saratoga
Avenueboth have average daily traffi@DT) over 10,000 vehicles. Other nearby streets all have
ADTs less than 1,000 vehicles per day and are not considered sources of FA(Qsstationary

sources were identified using the BAAQMD stationsoyrce toglhowever, one has since been
demolishedTable3.3-7 showsboth the project and cumulagivcommunity risk impacts at the
construction MEI

Table 3.3-7: Cumulative Community Risk at the Residential MEI
Source Cl\gi)c(g? uRr:]sk Consel\:if;tion Hazard
(per million) (&g m| ndex
Project Impacts
Unmitigated Project Construction (Ye&82032022) 84.2(infant) 0.40 0.06
Mitigated Project Construction (Years 262022) 7.7 (infant) 0.07 0.01
Project Traffic (Years 2023049) 09 0.06 -
Project Generators (aes 20232049) 0.5 0.01 <0.01
Unmitigated Total/Maximum Project (Yedds30) 85.6 0.40 0.06
Mitigated Total/Maximum Project (Years3D) 9.1 0.07 0.01
Cumulative Sources
Stevens Creek Boulevard, ADT 235 2.1 0.08 -
Saratoga Avenue, ADT 19,125 1.0 0.04 -
ARCO Gas Statior{#104141), MEI at 1,000 feet 0.1 - <0.01
ChevronGas Statiorf#106785), MEI at 1,000 feet 0.3 - <0.01
MJ Coffee (#22234, Coffee Roaster), MEI at 800 fe¢ <0.1 0.02 <0.01
CombinedSaurces Unmitigated| 89.3 (infant) 0.52 <0.08
Mitigated | 128 (infant) 0.19 <004
BAAQMD Cumulative Source Threshg >100 >0.8 >10.0
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Table 3.3-7: Cumulative Community Risk at the Residential MEI
Maximum PM2s
Source Cancer Risk | Concentration Hazard
- 3 Index
(per million) (eg) m
Exceed Threshold? Unmitigated No No No
Mitigated No No No

As shown inTable3.3-7, the combined effect of all TAC sources in the project angih @nd
withoutthe implementation of the project condits andvIM AIR -1.1 and MM AIR-1.2) would be
lessthansignificantbecausehe cumulative thresholdf significancewould not be exceeded. Thus,
the projectvould notmake a considerable contribution tolanulative impact(Less than
Significant Cumulative Impact with Mitigation Incorporated)
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3.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

The discusen of trees in this section is basedabrarborist report prepared byMH Engineersn
December 2019Thisreportis included ag\ppendixC to this Draft EIR.

341 Environmental Setting

3.4.1.1 Regulatory Framework
Federal and State

SpecialStatus Species

Individual plant and animi@pecies listed as rare, threatened or endangered statteandederal

Endangered Species Acts are considered sptaitals specie§.ederal and state endangered species
legislation has provided the United States Fish and Wél8ervice (USFWS) antthe California

Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) with a mechanism for conserving and protecting plant and
animal species of limited distribution and/or low or declining populati®asmits may be required

from both the USFWSral CDFWif activities asociated with a proposed projeebuld result in the

take of a species listed as threatened orendangered it akeo a | i sted species
of California, is to hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill, or atteagt the sameTake is moe

broadly defined by the federal Endangered Species Act to include harm of a listed species

In addition to species listed under state and federal Endangered Species Acts, Section 15380(b) and
(c) of the CEQA Guidelines providhadt all potential rarersensitive species, or habitats capable of
supporting rare species, must be considered as part of the environmental review process. These may
include plant species listed by the California Native Plant Society and CDFW liste@<Spkci

Special Concern.

Migratory Birdand Birds of Prey Protectien

The federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBT)y¥prohibits killing, capture possessin, or tracin
migratory birds except in accordance with regulations prescribed by the Secretaryntériioe |
Hunting and poehing are also prohibited h€ takng and killingof birds resulting from an activity is
not prohibited by th1BTA when the underlying purse of that activity is not to take birds.
Nesting birds are considered speatdtus species and are protedigdhe USFWS. The CDFW also
protects migratory and nesting birds under California Fish and GameSectiens 3503, 3503.5,
and 3800The CDFWAdefinestaking as causing abandonment and/or loss of reproductive efforts
through disturbance

Regional

SantaClara Valley Habitat Plan/Natural Community Conservation Plan

The Santa Clara Valley Habitat Plan/Natural Community ConservRteon(Habitat Rn) coversan
area of 519,506 acregs approximately 62 percent of Santa Clara Coulhtyas developed and

9 U.S. Department of the Interior.487050. The Migratory Bird Treaty Act Does Not Prohibit Incidental Take.
https://www.doi.@v/sites/doi.gov/files/uploadsA37050.pdf
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adopted through a partnershietween Santa Clara County, the Cities of San José, Morgan Hill, and
Gilroy, Santa Clara Valley Water District, Sar@lara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA),
USFWS, and CDFWTheHabitat Plaris intended to promote the rea@y of endangered species

and enhance ecological diversity and function, while accommodating planned growth in
approximately 500,000 acres afushern Santa Clara Counfihe Santa Clara Valley Habitat

Agency is responsible for implementing the plan

City of San Jog

City of San José Tree Ordinance

Ordinancesized trees, heritage trees, and street trees make up the urban forest and agd protect
under the City of Sadiosé Tree Ordinance. The City of San José Tree Removal Controls (San José
City Code, Setions 13.31.010 to 13.32.100) protect all trees having a trunk that measures 38 inches
or more in circumference (12.1 inches in diameter)@ahtkight of 4.5 feet above the natural grade.

The ordinance protects both native and-native species. A traemoval permit is required from

the City for the removal of ordinansgze trees. In addition, any tree found by the City Council to

have specissignificance due to history, girth, height, species, or unique quality can be designated as
a Heritage Tree duto its size, history, unusual species, or unique quality. It is illegal to prune or
remove a heritage tree without first consulting the Citigokist and obtaining a permit.

Envision San José 2040 General Plan

The General Plamcludes the followingpoliciesrelated to biological resources that are applicable to
the proposegroject

Policy Description

ER-4.4 Require that development projsdhcorporate mitigation measures to avoid and
minimize impacts to individuals @&jpecialstatus species.

ER51 Avoid i mplementing activities that re
including both direct loss and indirect loss through dbament, of native birds.
Avoidance of activities that could result in impactaésts during the breeding season
maintenance of buffers between such activities and active nests would avoid such
impacts.

ER-5.2 Require that development projects irpanate measures to avoid impacts to nesting
migratory birds.

ER-6.5  Prohibit use of invasive species, citywide, in required landscaping as part of the
discretionary review of proposed development.

MS-21.4  Encourage the maintenance of mature trees, edlyagatives, on public and private
property as an integral part dfet community forest. Prior to allowing the removal of &
mature tree, pursue all reasonable measures to preserve it.

MS-21.5 As part of the development review process, preserve prdteets (as defined by the
Municipal Code), and other significantése Avoid any adverse effect on the health a
longevity of protected or other significant trees through appropriate design measur
construction practices. Special priority shouldgbeen to the preservation of native oal
and native sycamores. Wheae preservation is not feasible, include appropriate tret
replacement, both in number and spread of canopy.
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Policy Description

MS-21.6 As a condition of new development, require the planting and maintertd both street
trees and trees on private property to achiewwel lof tree coverage in compliance wit
and that implements City laws, policies, or guidelines.

CD-1.25 Within new development projects, include preservation of ordinaizesl and othe
significant trees, particularly natives. Any adverse effect oh¢laéth and longevity of
such trees should be avoided through design measures, construction, and best
maintenance practices. When tree preservation is not feasible include replacemen
alternative mitigation measures in the project to maintain and emloamcCommunity
Forest.

34.1.2 Existing Conditions

The project site is located in a developed urban halfitdan JoséThe project site is located within
the Habitat Plan area and is desigulaas UrbaiSuburban land\o rare, theatenedendangered, or
specialstatus speciesre known to inhabit the sit€here are no undisturbed areas or sensitive
habitats on the site, and the site itself does not contain aayrstr waterways, or wetlandshe
nearest waterway, SaratoGeeek, is located approximatelys miles west of the project site.
Because of its urban setting and isolation from larger undeeel@mnds and riparian areése site
does not function as a movement corridor for locédivie.

The primary biologicatesources ossite are trees. As summarizedTliable3.4-1, the site contains 65
tees, 41 of which are ordinansized. There is also one dfite streetree adjacent to the western
boundary of the site, which is ordinance siaddst of the trees osite are nomative and are in
good health.

Table 3.4-1: Summary of Trees on Project Site
Tree # Common Name Scientific Name CiE?nuirEfCirsg)ce
1 Queen Palm Syagrus romanzoffiana 42
2 Queen Palm Syagrus romanzoffiana 41
3 Queen Palm Syagrus romanzoffiana 43
4 Queen Palm Syagrus romanzoffiana 38
5 Magnolia Magnolia grandiflora 39
6 Magnolia Magnolia grandiflora 46
7 Magnolia Magnolia grandiflora 50
8 Sycamore Platanus x acerifolia 50
9 Sycamore Platanus x acerifolia 61
10 Magnolia Magnolia grandiflora 38
11 Magnolia Magnolia grandiflora 41
12 Magnolia Magnolia grandiflora 63
13 Tree of heaven Alianthus altissima 66
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Table 3.4-1: Summary of Trees on Project Site
Tree # Common Name Scientific Name Cizfnumiir:;ce
14 Redwood Sequoia semprevirens 64
15 Redwood Sequoia semprevirens 65
16 Redwood Sequoia semprevirens 93
17 Evergreen pear Pyrus kawakamii 35
18 Redwood Sequoia semprevirens 79
19 Magnolia Magnoliagrandiflora 39
20 Magnolia Magnolia grandiflora 72
21 Magrolia Magnolia grandiflora 24
22 Magnolia Magnolia grandiflora 41
23 Magnolia Magnolia grandiflora 33
24 Magnolia Magnolia grandiflora 39
25 Magnolia Magnolia grandiflora 24
26 Redwood Sequoia semprevirens 85
27 Redwood Sequoia semprevirens 104
28 Redwood Sequoia semprevirens 79
29 Liquidambar Liguidambar styraciflua 52
30 Liquidambar Liguidambar styraciflua 45
31 Liquidambar Liguidambar styraciflua 38
32 Liquidambar Liguidambar styraciflua 37
33 Liquidambar Liguidambar styraciflua 26
34 Liquidambar Liguidambar styraciflua 28
35 Liquidambar Liguidambar styraciflua 50
36 Magnolia Magnolia grandiflora 41
37 Magnolia Magnolia grandiflora 54
38 Magnolia Magnolia grandiflora 36
39 Magnolia Magnolia grandiflora 36
40 Magnolia Magnolia grandiflora 100
41 Redwood Sequoia semprevirens 81
42 Redwood Sequoia semprevirens 70
43 Redwood Sequoia semprevirens 63
44 Redwood Sequoia semprevirens 103
45 Coast live oak Quercus agrifolia 33
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Table 3.4-1: Summary of Trees on Project Site
Tree # Common Name Scientific Name Cizfnumiir:;ce

46 Black walnut Juglans nigra 25
47 Ash Fraxinus uhdei 76
48 Jgpanese maple Acer Palmatum 19
49 Birch Betual Pendula 9

50 Birch Betual Pendula 13
51 Redwood Sequoia semprevirens 90
52 Redwood Sequoiasemprevirens 76
53 Redwood Sequoia semprevirens 298
54 Liquidambar Liguidambar styraciflua 33
55 Liquidambar Liguidambar styraciflua 30
56 Liquidambar Liguidambar styraciflua 39
57 Liquidambar Liguidambar styraciflua 32
58 Liquidambar Liguidambar styraciflua 34
59 Liquidambar Liguidambar styraciflua 25
60 Liquidambar Liguidambar styraciflua 36
61 Liquidambar Liquidambar styraciflua 28
62 Liquidambar Liguidambar styraciflua 25
63 Liquidambar Liguidambar styraciflua 31
64 Greenash Fraxinus uhdei 104
65 Lemon tree Citrus Sp 35

3.4.2 Checklist Questions

Would the project:

a) Havea substantial adverse effect, eitde@ectly or through habitat modifications, on any
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans,
policies, or regulations, or by tl@DFW or USFWS?

b) Have a substanfiadverse effect on any riparian hiabior other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or byab&W or USFWS;

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands (includiag, but
limited to, marsh, vernal poolpastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other meafs

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established natresident or migratory wildlife comlors, or impede the use
of native wildlife nursery sites?

3896 Stevens Creek Bawiard 49 Draft EIR
City of San José August2020



e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree
presrvation policy or ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions oén adopted Habitat Conservation Pldaiural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regionataie habitat conservation plan?

3.4.3 Project Impacts

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or throughabitat
modifications, on any species identifiedsaa candidate, sensitive, or special status specie
in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the CDFW or USFWS

Based on the highly urbanized and developed nature of the projectasit@l commnities or
habitats for speciadtatusplant and wildlife speceare not presemind would not be impacted, with
the exception of nesting birds (described further below)

Nesting Birds

Development of the project would result in the removallbfrees on the project site. Trees could
providenesting habitat for birds, including migratory birds. Nesting birds are protected under
provisions of the MBTA and CDFW code. Construction disturbance during the breeding season
could result in the incideal loss of fertile eggs or nestlings, or othemnwisad to nest abandonment.
Disturbance that causes abandonment and/or removal and site grading that disturb a nesting bird on
site or immediately adjacent to the construction zone would constitute acsighimpact.

Impacts BIO-1: Development of therpposed project would result in impacts to nesting birds
including incidental loss of fertile eggs or nestlimgsest abandonmeifit
present on the site at the time of construct{8gnificant Impact)

The following mitigation measures would reduce/andvoid impacts to nesting birds (if present on
or adjacent to the site) to a less than significant level.

MM BIO -1.1: Avoidance: The project applicant shall schedule demolitiod aonstruction
activities to avoid the nesting season. The nesting sdasmost birds,
including most raptors in the San Francisco Bay area, extends from Feltuary 1
through August 31 (inclusive).

MM BIO -1.2: Nesting Bird SurveysIf demolition aml construction cannot be scheduled
between Septembef and January 3i(inclusive), preconstruction surveys for
nesting birds shall be completed by a qualified ornithologist to ensure that no
nests shall be disturbed during project implementation. Sty shall be
completed no more than 14 days prior to the initiatioooastruction activities
during the early part of the breeding season (Febr&ityraugh April 3¢
inclusive) and no more than 30 days prior to the initiation of these activities
during the late part of the breeding season (Méthtbugh August 3t
inclusive). During this survey, the ornithologist shall inspect all trees and other
possible nestingdbitats immediately adjacent to the construction areas for nests.
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MM BIO -1.3: Buffer Zones If an active nest is found sufficiently close to work areabe
disturbed by construction, the ornithologist, in consultation with the California
Department ofish and Wildlife, shall determine the extent of a construction free
buffer zone to be established around the nest, typically 250 feet, to ensure that
raptor or migratory bird nests shall not be disturbed during project construction.

MM BIO -1.4: Reportirg: Prior to any tree removal, or approval of any grading or demolition
permits (whichever occurs first), the ornithologist shall submit a report inticat
the results of the survey and any designated buffer zones to the satisfaction of the
Ci t y 0 srofPiannmgBuilding, and Code Enforcementr Di r ect or 0's
designee of the Department of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement.

With implementation bMM BIO-1.1through MM BIO1.4 t he project déds i mpact
would be less than significarft.ess than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated)

b) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or
by the CDFW or USRWVS?

As previously mentioned, the project site is developed svkbuildings and surface parking lot.

There are no undisturbed areas or sensitivetdiston the site, and the site itself does not contain any
streams, waterways, or wetlands. Tisarest waterway, Saratoga Creek, is located approximately
1.5 miles west of the project sifehus, there would be no impa@iio Impact)

¢) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected
wetlands through directremoval, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?

See response fuestion b)(No Impact)

d) Would the project interfere substantially with the movement ofany native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native reislient or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery site®

Because of its urban setting and isolation from larger undeveloped lahdpanan areas, the site
does not function as a movement corridonursery for natig wildlife. (No Impact)

e) Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinas?

The project site and immediate vicinity currently supp6&sxisting trees. Thproject proposes to

removeall trees, includingtl ordinancesized treesand plant 86 new tre@s the project site as part

of the projectThe trees cannot be presedwgiven their location on the site in relation to the
proposed project structurd®ert he Ci tyds Standard Permit Conditi
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of the project would be required to be replaced in accordance with all applicable laws, palicies, o
guidelines, including:

1 City of San José Tree Removal Control (Municipal C8detion 13.31.010 to 13.32.100)
1 San José Municipal Code Section 13.28
1 General Plan Policies M31.4, MS21.5, and M&1.6

The General Plamlisclosed and acknowledged the paitErioss of the urban forestry withetiull

buildout of the Generall& and las disclosed that there are City policies to reduce or avoid adverse
impacts to the urban forest (Section 3.5 of@@neral PlaicIR). As partevaluation of tree removal

and eplacement, the tree replacement ratimygnbelow) is utilized as the appropridatee

replacement ratio anatocedures for tree removals (updated 20TRg update included updates to
requirements for alternative replacement off site and adopted avancei for City to collect fees for
off-site inprovements if replacement on site is not proposed or possible. Therefore, consistent with
this approachthe project would be subject to replacement of any proposed trees.

Standard Permit Condition: The treesemoved by the proposed projstiallbe repaced according

to the Cityds required Tadef.422ocaiematived measareésiisted , a s
below. The speciesocation, andhumber of trees tde planted would be determined in consultation

with the City Arborist theDepartment of Planning, Building and Code Enforcemamd the

Department of Transportation

Table 3.4-2: Tree Replacanent Ratios

Cir cumference of Tree to Type of Tree to be Removetl Minimum Size of Each
be Removed Native Non-Native | Orchard Replacement Tree

38 inches or morfe 5:1 4:1 3:1 15-gallon

19 to 38 inches 3:1 2:1 None 15-gallon

Less than 19 inches 11 11 None 15-gallon

1As measured 4.5 feet above ground level

2 X:X = tree replacement to tree loss ratio

3 Ordinancesized tree

A 38-inch tree= 12 inches in diameteA 24-inch box tree = two 1fgallon trees

1 A total of 65 trees orsite would be removedvwo non-nativeless than 19 inche20 non
native 19 to 38 inches, amdo native 19 to 38 inches/2onnative 38 inches or more, and
14 native 38 inches or morgquiring227 trees to be plantetihe project currently proposes
to plant528trees, which i801 more tees than required to be planted by the ordinafice
species of trees to be plantedudd be determined in consultation with the City Arborist and
the Department of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement for private trees, and with the
Director of the Dpartment of Transportation for any trees in the Right of \(¢ayrently the
to be plated tree species are Chinese elm, London planetree, Shumard red oak, California
pepper tree, and autumn gold maidenhair tree).
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1 Inthe event the project site does notéaufficient area to accommodate the required tree
mitigation, one or more of the follving measurewould be implemented, to the satisfaction
of the Director of Planning, Building and Code Enforcengsm the Director of the
Department of Transportatipat the development permit stage:

0 The size of a 1fgallon replacement tree may be irased to 24nch box and count
as two replacement trees to be planted on the project site, at the development permit
stage.

o Pay OffSite Tree Replacement Fee(s) to they Gitior to the issuance of Public
Works grading permit(s), in accordance to the Cibuncil approved Fee Resolution.
The Citywould use the offsite tree replacement fee(s) to plant trees at alternative
sites.

Additionally, (where applicablethe projet would implement a Tree Protecti@andard permit
conditionand include measuresitaplement during project construction to minimize impacts to
trees to remainncluding those on adjacent propertias described below

Standard Permit Condition:

1 The applicant shall maintain the trees and other vegetation shown to be retained in this
project and as noted on the Approved Plan8aintenance shall include pruning and
watering as necessary and protection from construction dafageto the removaf any
tree on the site, all trees to be preserved shall be permanently identified by metal numbered
tags. Prior to issuance of the Grading Permit or removal of any tree, all trees to be saved
shall be protected by chain link fencing, or other fencypg approved by the Director of
Planning. Said fencing shall be installed at the dripline of the tree in all cases and shall
remain during constructiofNo storage of construction materials, landscape materials,
vehicles or construction activities shadlonir within the fencettee protectiorarea.Any root
pruning required for construction purposes shall receive prior review and approval, and shall
be supervised by the consulting licensed arbdfemcing and signage shall be maintained by
the applicanto prevent disturbances during the full length of the construction period that
could potentially disrupt the habitat or trees.

By conforming to the above conditions, the proposed project would meet applicable tree removal and
tree protection guidelineset forth by the City of San José. Therefore, the proposed project would not
conflict with any ordinance protecting biological resour¢kesss than Significant Impact)

f) Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Pla,
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state
habitat conservation plarf

Private development in in areas designated Ufaourban is subject to the Habitat Plan if it meets
the following criteria:
1 The activity is sbject to either ministerial or discretionary approval by the County or one of
the participatingities
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1 The activity is described in Section 2.3.2 Urban Development or in Section 2.3.7 Rural
DevelopmentOand

1 In Figure 25 (of the Habitat Plan), the aaty is located in an area identified as Private
Development is Covered, OR the activity is equal to or greater than two acres AND

o The project is located in an area identified as Rural Development Equal to or Greater
than Two Acres is Covered, or Urbanu@®pment Equal to or Greater than Two
Acres is Covered OR

0 The activity is located in an area identified as Rural Development is not Covered but,
based on land cover verification of the parcel (inside the Urban Service Area) or
development area, the profes found to impact serpentine, wetland, stream, riparian,
or pond land cover types; or the project is located in occupied nesting habitat for
western burrowing owl.

The proposed project is consistent with the activity describ&adtion 2.3.2f theHabitat Plan and
would require discretionary approval by the C®pnsistent with thélabitat Planthe project
applicant shall implement the followirsgandardpermit condition

Standard Permit Condition:

1 The project is subject to applicaltabitatPlanconditions and fees (including the nitrogen
deposition fee) prior to issuance of any grading permits. The project applicant would be
required to submit the Santa Clara Valley Habitat Plan Coverage Sgé&rm to the
Director of Planning, Buildingnd Code Enforcement or the Director's designee for approval
and payment of the nitrogen deposition fee prior to the issuance of a grading permit. The
Habitat Plan and supporting materials can be viewédt@at://scvhabitatagency.org/

With implementatiorof the identified standard permit condition, the project would not conflict with
the provisions of the Habitat Plgii.ess than Significant Impact)

3.4.4 Cumulative Impacts

Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant
biological resources impac?

Nesting Birds

As described above, there is a potential for nesting and migratory birds to occur in the praject area

The cumulative projects analyzed in this Draft BiRy alsompact nesting birds and raptors. The

project would implement MM BI€l.1to 1.4to avoid nesting bird impactsvhich would reduce the
projectds contribution t olticassomet alprojactsinthenpact s t o
cumulative scenario wouidhplement similar protective measures in conformance with the MBTA

10 Covered activities in urban areas include residential, commercial, and other types of urban development within the
Cities of Gilroy, Morgan HI, and San José planning limits of urban growth in areas destjf@terban or rural

devel opment, including areas that are currently in the
l and inside the cities6 urban growth boundari es)
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and CDFW codeFor these reasons, the cumulative impact to neatidgmigratonbirds and raptors
would be less than significarfLess than Significant Cumulative Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated)

Indirect Nitrogen Deposition

The Habitat Plan identified nitrogen deposition as an indirect cause of impacts to rare species in
southern Santa Clara County, particularly those éatan serpentine soils. Nonpoint air pollution
sources suchsaautomobiles emit tiogen compounds into the aecause serpentine soils tend to
be nutrient poor, and nitrogen deposition artificially fertilizes serpentine soils, nitrogen deposition
from vehicle traffic and other sources facilitates theeagrof irvasive plant speciedlon-native

annual grasses grow rapidly, enabling them tecontpete serpentine species.

The displacement of these species, and subseqgeemelof the several federaligted species,
including the Bay Checkerspot butterfly atgllarval host plants, has been documented on Coyote
Ridge in central Santa Clara County (the last remaining majaigiogn of these butterflies].he
invasion @ native grasslands by invasive and/or imative species is how recognized as one of the
major causes of the decline of the federally endangered Bay Checkerspot butterfly.

Conservation stratges included in the adoptéthbitat Plan account for the indaot impacts of
nitrogendepositionand identify measures to conserve and manage serparg@eover the term of
theHabitat Plan, such that cumulative impacts to this habitat and Bay Checkerspot butterfly would
not be significant and adverseA mitigation program for indirect impacts on Bay Checkerspot
butterfly habitat is being implementaadependently by others (i.e., Santa Clara VaHlapitat

Agency) andhe proposed project shalay impact fees to this mitigation prografer this reason,

the prgosed project, in combination with cumulative scenario projects, would not result in a
significant cumulative impact as a result of nitrogen deposition imflaess than Significant
Cumulative Impact)

Trees

The General Pladisclosed the full buildoutf the Cityunderthe General Plams it relateso loss of

urban forestryA tree eplacemenratio is used to determine appropriatenbers ofeplacement

treesrequired The project would be required to replace/pay alein fee for trees thatould be

removedors i t e (approximately 227 trees aree required
replacement ratios) i n or dremrthisteasormthad proposed projecth e Ci
in combination with cumulative scenario progetould not result in a significant cumulative impact

as a result of conflict with the tree ordinan@tess than Significant Cumulative Impact)

1 The Santa Clara Valley Habitat Plan Final EIR/EIS (August 2012y}ifits a beneficial cumulative effect of
implementing the Santa Clara Valley Habitat Plan.
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3.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

The following analysis is based, in part, on a historical evaluation prepaf@edryorHLin

December 2019The Department of Parks and Recreation (DBRJuation form 523lfor each
structue can be found iAppendixD of this Draft EIR.The analysis is also based on a Cultural
Resources Literature Review prepared for the previously approved 45 Buckingham housing
developmentlocated approximately B&eet north of the site the City of Santa Clar& copy of

this report is on file at #nCity of SanJoséDepartment of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement.

351 Environmental Setting

3.5.1.1 Regulatory Framework
Federal

National Historic Preservation Act

TheNational Register of Historic Places (NRHP), established under the National Historic
Presevation Act, is a comprehensive inventory of known historic resources throughout the United
States. The NRHP is administered by the National Park Service and inoluld&sgs, structures,
sites, objects and districts that possess historic, archite@ngaheering, archaeological or cultural
significance. For a resource to be eligible for listing, it also must retain intefgtiyse features
necessary to convetg significance CEQA requires evaluation of project effects on properties that
are listedn or eligible for listing in the NRHP.

State and Regional

California Register of Historical Resources

The California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR)dside to cultural resources that must be
considered when a government agency undertakisg@tionary action subject to CEQAhe

CRHR aids government agencies in identifying,
resources, and indicates i properties are to be protected from substantial advEnseCRHR is
administered thragh the State Officef Historic Preservatigrwhich is part of the California State

Parks systemA historic resource listed in, or formally determined to be elggibt listing in, the

NRHPis, by definition, included in thERHR 12

Archaeological Resources and Human Remains

Archaeological sites are protected by a number of state policies and regulations under the California
Public Resources Code, California Codi&kegulations (Title 14 Section 1427), and California

Health and Safet¢€ode. California Public Resources Code Sections 568199.991 require

notification of discoveries of Native American remains and provides for the treatment and disposition
of human emains and associated grave goods.

Both state law and County of Santa Clara County Code (Sectiet8 BAd B620) require that the
Santa Clara County Coroner be notified if cultural remains are found on a site. If the Coroner

2Refer to Public Resources Code Section 5024.1(d)(1)
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determines the remains dhose of Native Americans, the Natidenerican Heritage Commission
( NAHC) and a fAimost | i kely descendanto must al so

Local

Envision San José 2040 General Plan

The General Plan includes the followiagitural resourcgolicies applicable to theroposed project.

Policy Description

ER-10.1 For proposed development sites that have been identified as archaeologically or
paleontologically sensitive, require investigation during the planning process in ord
determine whether potentially sigmifint archaeological or paleontolodigg#ormation
may be affected by the project and then require, if needed, that appropriate mitigat
measures be incorporated into the project design.

ER-10.2 Recognizing that Native American human remains may beuateed at unexpected
locations, impose a requirement on all development permits and tentative subdivis
maps that upon discovery during construction, development activity will cease until
professional archaeological examination confirms whether thallisifiuman. If the
remains are determined to be Native American, applicable state laws shall be enfo

ER-10.3 Ensure that City, State, and Federal historic preservation laws, regulations, and co
enforced, including laws related to archaeolaband paleontologicaksources, to
ensure the adequate protection of historic anéhjateric resources.

3.5.1.2 Existing Conditions

Cultural resources are evidence of past human occupation and activity and include both historical and
archaeological resourceBhese resources may be located above ground or underground and have
significance in the history, prehistory, architectaedculture of the nation, State of California, or

local or tribal communities.

Prehistoric Resources

Although there are no existj conditions or immediate evidence that would suggest the presence of
subsurface historic or prehistoric resour@mserall the ge has a lowpotential for these resources)

the project site is located in a culturally sensitive area due to known prighastd historic

occupation of Sadoséand Santa Clarand the siteproximity to Saratoga Creeklative American
settlements & commonly associated with the abundant food supply in the Santa Clara Valley and
they often establishedtements near lo¢avaterways.The project site is located approximately 1.3
miles east of Saratoga Creek, which increases the likelihood that historic artifacts oegtée dn

the project siteln addition, historic occupation of Sdnséand Santa Clara has been well
documented, rad the City has a strong record reflecting early settlement by Spanish missionaries.

Historic Resources

Historic resources are generally 50 years or older in age and include, but are not limited to, buildings,
districts, structures, sites, @gfs, and a&as. The six existing buildings -osite were constructed
more than 50 years ago and are discussed in detail below.
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3806 Stevens Creek Boulevard

The building at 3806 Stevens Creek
Boulevard is a onstory, woodframe
building with brick veneeand a flaroof

with a wideeave overhanthat was
constructed in 196@An entry porch with
square wood columns covers the main
entrance, which has large fixed windows
flanking glazd double doors with transoms.
The building was previously utilized as a
restaurantauto parts store, and office.

While the building was part of the pestr growth that occurred in Sdnséand Santa Clara Valley
and the expansion of the commercial corridor along Stevens Creek Boulevard from the 1950s
1970s, the buildings not assoiated with historievents inthe City in anindividually significant

way. The building is not associated with any important persons and is not a distinctive example of
styleor architectue. Lastly, the building is unlikely to yield informain significant to history or
prehistory. As a result, the building is not eligible for the CRHr as a City of San José Landmark
and isnot considered a historic resource.

38283830 Stevens Creek Boulevard

The building at 3828830 Stevens Creek
Boulevad is a onestory, reinforced concrete
~ | building with wood beams and steel columns,
k2 with a mix of painted concrete walls and

§ horizontal wood sidinghat was constructed
in 1960.The building has a flat ré@nd the
entrances to the multiple commercial sgace
includeglazed double doors with paitia
covered porches or canopidetal sash
windows of different sizes and types are
located on the north and west elevatidrise
building was briefly usgas a store and a grocery warehouse before beingedvoa restauran
in 1962.Currently the building is occupied by a store and a restaurant.

While the building was part of the pestar growth that occurred in Sdoséand Santa Clara Valley
and the expansion of the commercial corridor along Stevens Bmed&vard fom the 1950%0 the
1970s, the building is not associated with histexients inthe City in anindividually significant

way. The building is not associated with important persons and is not a distinctive example of style
or architectue. Thebuilding isunlikely to yield information significant to history or piistory. As a
result, the building is not eligible for the CRHr as a City of San José Landmarid isnot

considered a historic resource.
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3896 Stevens Creek Boulevard

The buildingat 3896Stevens Creek
Boulevard is a onstory, L-shaped
commercial building comprised of a steel
frame and concrete block that was
constructed in 1960:he original building
was rectangular and was expanded in 1967
to create the currentghape design.

The bulding has a crosgable rod with
wood trusses and overhanging eavédee
north and west elevatiomsclude fully glazed, aluminum sash storefront$iere are no windows on
the south or east elevatiodsdeep canopy with round columns projectsi the bilding to the
north. The building was previously used asautoservice station.

While the building was part of the pestr growth that occurred in Sdnséand Santa Clara Valley
and the expansion of the commercial corridor along Steverek@ouévard, the building is not
associated with historievents The building is not associated with important persons and is not a
distinctive example of styler architectue. The building is unlikely to yield information sigrafant

to history or pehistory.As a result, the building is not eligible for the CRldr as a City of San José
Landmarkand isnot considered a historic resource.

344 Saratoga Avenue

The building at 344 Saratoga Avenue is
a twostory commercial building with a
steel frame ad aflat roof that was
constructed in 1962'he west (front)
elevation has an aluminum sash
storefront and a recessed entoyered
by a fullwidth canopy.The second
floor also has a fullvidth canopy and
fixed plateglass aluminunsash
windows.The eastlewation has
concrete stairs leading to the second
floor. The building has previously housed insurance, mortgage, and bookkeeping offizel aas
the Coin & Stamp Martt is currently occupied by a beauty parlor and offices.

The building was paxif the postwar growth that occurred along Stevens Creek Boulevard from the
1950sto the1970s The building is not associated with histoeieents in aignificant way.The

building features modern design elements, but is not a distinctive examplieafr stschitectue.

The building is not assoced with important person$he building is unlikely to yield information
significant to history or prehistorfs a result, the building is not eligible for the CRHr as a City

of San José Landmark aighot considered a historic resource.
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346 Saratoga Avenue

The building at 346
Saratoga Avenue is a two
storymodern commercial
building comprised of
reinforced concrete block
and a flat roof with a
parapetThe building was
constructed in 1962. The
recessednan entrance (on
the northern facade) is
covered with a onstory,
partial width canopy and has a wood sash storefront with aluminum sash glazed double doors.

A multi-color mosaic mural made of stone and
glass is locatetb the west of the storefrarithe
west elevation is a concrete block wall dividetb
twelve baysA onestory canopy supported by four
square columns covers the drveough ATM on
the west elevatiornThe east elevation is a concrete
block wall with no architectural elements.

Themur al A Vi branthé buildiag axy o
exteriorand the interior of the bank were designed
by Harry Powers, a painter and a sculptor based
Los Altos and Santa ClarBowers earned an
undergraduate degree from SlrséState College
and a graduate dese from Stanford UniversityHe began working with mosaic, concrete, and
stained ghss in architectural settingde also worked with acryliclastic to fabricate sculpturéele
traveled withthe U.S. Navy to South America and Italy, taught in England, tasghipture

workshops in Australia, and was an artist in residence in Preyénanceln the 1950s and 1960s,
Harry Powers worked on several murals and wall reliefs in the Bay Area.

The building was intended astandalone retaikestablishmenio accanmadate automobilesyith
parking in front.The building was previously the First National Bank and has been Bank of the West
since 1992.

The building is ngthoweverassociated with historievents intie City in anndividually significant

way. The bulding features modern design elements, but is not a distinctive example of style or

architectue. The mural by Harry Powers is not a significant example of his vimrkwvould an

eligible Structure ofMeritUnder t he Ci tyo6s Hi s.itTleruildingBungksher vat i
to yield information signiftant to history or prehistornAs a result, the building is not eligible for the

CRHR or as a City of San José Landmarid isnotconsidered a historic resource.
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350 Saratoga Avenue

The building aB50 Saratoga Avenue
is a onestory, reinforced concrete
building with brick veneer on the
western (front) elevation and a gort
: of the northern elevatiomhe building
M was constructed in 1961 andsha flat
f = roof with a parapeOn the western
facade, a artial width canopy covers
the aluminum sash storefront and the
main entrance with a single glazed
doorwith sidelights and a transorfihe east elevation is divided into three strugitbays and has a
garage doofThe building was originally used as thau8 Chip Redemption Centex use that
continuedhrough the early 1970s.

The building was part of the pesiar growth that occurred from the 1956¢he1970s The

building is not howeverassociated with historievents inthe City in anndividually significant

way. The building is not associated with important persons and is not a distinctive example of style
or architectue. The building is unlikely to yield information signifant to history or prehistonAs a
result, the building is not eligibfor the CRHR or as a City of San José Landmarid isnot

considered a historic resource.

3.5.2 Checklist Questions

Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resosueat to
CEQA Guidelines Sectioh50645?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant
to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5?

c) Disturb any human remains, including those inteoetside of dedicated cemeteries?

353 Project Impacts

a) Would the project causea substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 1506425

The proposed project would demolish the existing buildings on the site, as well as pavement, a
number of trees, utilitiesand othermprovementsAs stated in Section 3.5.1.2 abovg existing
buildings were evaluated and determined not to be eligible for listinlgedaderalor stateregisters
and are not eligible to be candidate city landmarke muralat 346 Saratga Avenue, haever,

could qualify as &tructure ofMerit
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Conditions of Approval

1 Consistent with General Plan Policies{14.2 and LU14.4, prior to issuance of any
demolition permit for thevall muralstructure at 346 Saratoga Averwkich is eligible 8 a
Structureof Merit, the project applicant shall offer theuralfor preservation to an
entity/individual at an ofsite location within the City of San José. The advertisement shall
include a photograph of the structure, contact information for thegbrapplicah and
contact information for the Cityds Historic
provide evidence to the Cit ymuslhabllbesnt ori ¢ Pr es
advertised for relocation in a newspaper of generallaition, poste on a website, and
posted on the sites for a period between 30 and 60 days. If an entity or individual is interested
in relocating thenuralto a new site, the costs and liability of the relocation will be borne
entirely by that entity/indidual. The purhasing entity/individual is required to coordinate
with the Cityds Historic Preservation Office
receive appropriate City permits.

If an entity/individual is not identified for relocation, the &pant is reqired to offer the

muralfor donation with preference to a local organization within the County of Santa Clara.

If relocation entity/individual or donation organization is not identified, the conditions of

salvage and documentation shall berdinatedwih t he Ci tydés Historic P

9 Prior to issuance of any demolition permit for theral a qualifying Structure of Merit,
photodocumented to consisting of selected views of the buildimymurafor research and
archival use shall be takemder the following standards:

o Cover sheét The documentation shall include a cover sheet identifyiag
photographer, providing the address of building, significance statement, common or
historic name of the building, date of construction, date of phapbg; and
photograph descriptions.

Camer® A 35mm camera or comparable.

Lense® No soft focus lenses.dnses may include normal focal length, wide angle
and telephoto.

Filmd Color film is recommended.

Viewd Perspective viewfront and other elevations. All ptagjraphs shall be
composed to give primary consideration to the architectural and/or engineering
featues of the structure. Detailed photographs of charalening features shall be
included.

o Lightingd Sunlight is preferred for exteriors, especially & front facade. Light
overcast days, however, may provide more satisfactory lighting for some s#suctu
A flash may be needed to cast light into porch areas or overhangs.

Technicad All areas of the photograph must be in sharp focus.
Digital Formd All photographs shall be provided in print and digital form

The project applicant shall coordinate the sigsmoin of the photalocumentation, including
the original prints and negatives, to History San José. Digital photos shall be provided as a
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supplement to thabove photalocumentation, but not in place of it. Digital photography

shall be recorded on a CD asubmitted with the above documentation. The above shall be
accompanied by a transmittal stating that the documentation is submitted as a standard

measureo address the loss of the Structure of Merit, which shall be named and the address
stated,incoordiat i on with the Cityds Historic Preser

With implementation of the above conditgef approval the demolition of these buildings and other
site clearing activities would not impact historic resourflesss than Significant Impac)

b) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15062.5

While no immediate evidence of buried cultural resources has been found, the project site is located
within a culturally sensitive area and there lswa potentialof encountering buried cultural

resources. The disturbance of these resources, if theypeoenteredluring excavation and
construction, could create an i mpact. The proje
permit conditions, which include measures to avoid or reduce impacts to unknown cultural resources.

Standard Permit Conditions

9 If prehistoric or historic resources are encountered during excavation and/or grading of the
site, all activity within a 5doot radius of the find shall be stopped, the Director of Planning,
Building and Code Enforcement (PBCE) or the Directbe'signeeath t he Ci tydés Hi s
Preservation Officer shall be notified, and a qualified archaeologist shall examine the find.
The archaeologist shall 1) evaluate the find(s) to determine if they meet the definition of a
historical or archaeological resaer and (2)nake appropriate recommendations regarding
the disposition of such finds prior to issuance of building permits. Recommendations could
include collection, recordation, and analysis of any significant cultural materials. A report of
findings docuenting anydata recovery shall be submitted to Director of PBCE or the
Director's designee and the Cityods Historic
Information Center (if applicable). Project personnel shall not collect or move any cultural
materias.

1 If any human remains are found during any field investigations, grading, or other
construction activities, all provisions of California Health and Safety Code Sections 7054 and
7050.5 and Public Resources Code Sections 5097.9 through 5097.99, aglgmeende
Assenbly Bill 2641, shall be followed. In the event of the discovery of human remains
during construction, there shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site or any
nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent remains. Thegmplieantshall
immediately notify the Supervising Environmental Planner of the City of San José
Department of Planning, Building, and Code Enforcement and the qualified archaeologist,
who will then notify the Santa Clara County Coroner. The Coronémaike a
determination as to whether the remains are Native American.

3896 Stevens Creek Bawiard 63 Draft EIR
City of San José August2020



If the remains are believed to be Native American, the Coroner will contact the Native
American Heritage Commission (NAHC) within 24 hours. The NAHC will then designate a
Most Likely Descendant\ILD). The MLD will inspect the remains and make a
recommendation on the treatment of the remains and associated artifacts.

If one of the following conditions occurs, the landowner or his authorized representative shall
work with the Coroner teeinter theNative American human remains and associated grave
goods with appropriate dignity in a location not subject to further subsurface disturbance:

o0 The Native American Heritage Commission is unable to identiff. B or theMLD
failed to make a reeomendatiorwithin 48 hours after being notified by the
commission.

o The descendant identified fails to make a recommendation; or

o The landowner or his authorized representative rejects the recommendation of the
MLD, andmediation by the Native American Hexje Commision fails to provide
measures acceptable to the landowner.

With i mplementation of the Cityds standard perm
less than significant impact to unknown archaeological resoytass thanSignificant Impact)

¢) Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of
dedicated cemeterie®

As discussed above in Question b), themismmediate evidence of buried cultural resoustabe
project site; howevethe project site isocated within a culturally sensitive area and there is a chance

of encounterindiumanremains The project will be redadi red to ¢
permit conditions, which include measures to avoid or reduce impacts to unknown cultural sesource
With i mplementation of the Cityds standard perm

less than significant impact to unknoWwaman remias. (Less than Significant Impact)

354 Cumulative Impacts

d) Would the project result in a cumulatively corsiderable contribution to a significant
cultural resources impact?

Most developmenprojects inSan Jos&ould requirea level ofexcavation and grading other

activities that may affect archaeological resources, including human refBaatsprojects to

complete its own literature review, as applicable, to determine the level of archeological and cultural
sensitivity of its project site. However) @rojects occurring withitsan José@nd City of Santa Clara
would be required tamplementstandard penit conditionsor mitigation measuress applicable,

that wouldavoidimpactsandbr reduce them to a less than significlevel, consistent with CEQA
requirementsSuch conditions and measures consist of preliminary investigation prior to full
excavatbn, avoidance measures during ground disturbance activities, and/or monitor during ground
disturbance activities. Collecti@and evaluation of finds are also part of these conditions and/or
mitigation measured.hese projects would alse Isubject tdedeml, state, and county laws
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regulating cultural resourcesich as protocols of handling human remains, if found on the projec
site. For these reasons, the proposed prajecombination with the cumulative scenario project
would not result a significanuttural resources impadiLess than Significant Cumulative Impact)
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3.6 ENERGY

This section is based on the air quality andiGzanalysis prepared for the project by Illingworth &
Rodkin, Inc. inJanuary 2020This report is included asppendixB to this Draft EIR.

3.6.1 Environmental Setting

3.6.1.1 Regulatory Framework
Federaland State

Energy Star and Fuel Efficiency

At the federal level, energy standards set by the EPA apply to numerous consumer products and
appliances ( e. grogram)t TheEPE ase sets Jud efficienEy standards for
automobiles and other modes of transportation.

Renewables Portfoli8tandard Program

In 2002, California established its Renewables Portfolio Standard Program, with the goal of

increasing the peentage of renewable energy in the state's electricity mix to 20 percent of retail

sales by 2010. In 200&xecutive Order 84-08 was signed into laywequiring retail sellers of

electicity serve 33 percent of their load with renewable energy by 2020. In October 2015, Governor

Brown signed SB 350tocodifyChlior ni ads <cl i mate and clean ener gy
350 requires retail sellers and publicly owned utiliteproare 50 percent of their electricity from

renewable sources by 2030. SB 100, passed in 2018, requires 100 percent of elad@iaditgrnia

to be provided by 100 percent renewable and cafteensources by 2045.

California Building Standards Code

The Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential and Nonresidential Buildings, as specified in Title

24, Part 6 of the California Coad Regulations (Title 24), was established in 1978 in response to a

|l egi sl ative mandate t o riedTtle 24isQpdatediapproximatelp s ener
every three years, and the 2016 Title 24 updates went into effect on January Cdifflfance

with Title 24 is mandatory at the time new building permits are issued by city and county

governments.

California GreerBuilding Standards Code

CALGreen establishes mandatory green building standards for buildings in California. CALGreen
was deeloped to reduce GHG emissions from buildings, promote environmentally responsible and
healthier places to live and work, reducegy and water consumption, and respond to state
environmental directives. The most recent update to CALGreen went intd @ffdanuary 1, 2017,

and covers five categories: planning and design, energy efficiency, water efficiency and
conservation, mated and resource efficiency, and indoor environmental quality.
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Advanced Clean Cars Program

CARB adopted the Advanced Cleaar€ program in 2012 in coordination with the EPA and
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. The program combines thealasftsmog

causing pollutants and GHG emissions into a single coordinated set of requiremealsder

model years 2015 tbhugh 2025. The program promotes development of environmentally superior
passenger cars and other vehicles, as well as savingrteernaer money through fuel savirigs.

Local

Envision San José 2040 General Plan

The policiedistedbelow are specific toreergy and are applicable to the proposed project.

Policy Description

MS-1.1 Continue to demonstrate leadership in the developarehtmplementation of green
building policies and practices. Ensure that all projects are consistent with arcéed
t he Ci t Buidding @dinareeand City Council Policies as welkase or
regional policies which require thatojects incorpate various green building principle
into their design and construction.

MS-2.2 Encourage maximized use of-eite generation of renewable energy for all new and
existing buildings.

TR-3.3 As part of the development review process, require that neglagenent along existing
and planned transit facilities consist of land use and development types and intensi
that contribute toward transit ridership. In addition, require that new devetdps
designed to accommodate and to provide direct accéismngit facilities.

MS-2.3 Utilize solar orientation, (i.e., building placement), landscaping, design, and constru
techniques for new construction to minimize energy consumption.

MS-2.11 Require new development to incorporate green building pescticcluding those
required by the Green Building Ordinance. Specifically target reduced energy use t
construction technigues (e.g., design of building envelopes and systemsrozaaax
energy performance), through architectural design (e.g. d&sigaximize cross
ventilation and interior daylight) and through site design techniques (e.g. orienting
buildings on sites to maximize the effectiveness of passive solar design).

MS-5.5 Maximize recycling and composting from all residents, businesse#stitdtions in the
City
MS-6.5 Reduce the amount of waste disposed in landfills through waste prevention, reuse,

recycling of materials at venues, facilities, and speuiahts.
MS-6.8 Maximize reuse, recycling, and composting citywide.

MS-18.6 Achieve by 2040, 50 million gallons per day of water conservation savings in San J
by reducing water use and increasing water use efficiency.

BCalifornia Air Reavawmceds CBeamd . Cafi Bhe®rAgram. 0 Accessed
https://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/acc/acc.htm
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Climate Smart San José

Approved in 2018, Climate Smart San Jissa plan to reduce air pollution, save watard create a
stronger and healthier communilimate Smart San José charts a path to achieving the GHG
reductions contained in the international Paris Agreementimatel changeClimate Smart San José
encompasses nine overarching strategies:

Transtion to a renewable energy future

Embrace our California climate

Densify our city to accommodate our future neighbors
Make homes efficient and affordable for families

Create clean, personalized mobility choices

Develop integrated, accessible publaenigport infrastructure
Create local jobs in our city to reduce vehicle miles traveled
Improve our commercial building stock

=4 =4 =4 -4 -4 4 A -5 2

Make commercial goods movement clean aridient.

San Jos®each Code

The California Energy Commission (CEC) updates thef@ala Building Energy Efficiency

Standards every three years, in alignment with tB€ QpdatesTitle 24 Parts 6 and 11 of the
California Building Energy Efficiency Stalards and CALGreen address the need for regulations to
improve energy efficiency armbmbat climate change. The 2019 CALGreen standards include
substantial changes intended to increase the energy efficiency of buildings. TheBZDh@ 1@

before City Council in October 2019 for approval, with an effective date of January 1, 2020. As part

of this action, the City adopted a fAreach codeo

minimum Building Energy Efficiency requiremerifsThe Ci t yé6s reach code
residential and neresidential construction in San José. It inogn¢s allelectric constructioand
requires increased energy efficiency and electrificateadiness for those choosingugenatural

gas. Thecode requires that nenesidential construction include solar readiness. It also requires
additional EV charigpg readiness and/or electric vehicle service equipment installation for all
development types.

San José Municipal Code

The Cityo6s Mnclndesregplations aSsodated with energy efficiency and energy use.
City regulations include a Green Build Ordinance (Chapter 17.84) to foster practices to minimize
the use and waste of energy, water and other resources in the City of San JasEff\diate
Landscape Standards for New and Rehabilitated Landscaping (Chapter 15.10), requirements for
Transmrtation Demand Programs for employers with more than 100 employees (Chapter 11.105),
and a Construction and Demolition Diversion Deposit Proghatnfosters recycling of construction
and demolition materials (Chapter 9.10).

14 City of San Jose Transportation and Environmental CommBigitling Reach Code for New Conattion
MemorandumAugust 2019.
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The projectis subject to th€ i t Grées BuildingOrdinance for Private Sector New Construction as

set for in Municipal Code Sect pemnis, of compbete . Prior
building permitsthe project applicarghall pay areen BuildingRefundable Depositn order to

receive a refund of the deposit, the project must achieve the minimum requirements as set forth in
Municipal Code Section 17.84. Thegreest for the refund of ti@reen BuildingDeposit together

with evidence demonstrating the achievement ofjtieen buildingstandards indicated in Municipal

Code Section 17.84 shall be submitted within a year after the building permit expires or becomes

final.

3.6.1.2 Existing Conditions

Total energy usage in California wagamximately 7,881%rillion British thermalunits Btu) in the
year 2017, the most recent year for which this data was available. het®s states, California is
rankedsecondn total energy consumption and %8 energy consumption per capita. The
breakdown by sector wapproximately 18 peemnt (1,41@rillion Btu) for resdential uses, 19
percent (1,47&illion Btu) for commercial uses, 23 percent (1,&ti8ion Btu) for industial uses,
and 40 percent (3,17%Ellion Btu) for transportatiort® This energy is primarily supplied in the form
of natural gas, petroleum, nuclear electric power, and hydroelectric power.

Electricity

Electricity in Santa&Clara County in 2018 was consumed primarily by the commercial sector (77
percent), followed by the residential sector consuming 23 percent. & 2@dtal of approximately
16,668 gigawatt hours (GWh) of electricity was consumed in Santa Clara Cbunty.

San José Clean Energy (SJCE) is the electricity provider for residents and businesses in the City of
San José. SJCE sources the electricity an®dodic Gas and Electri®G&E) Company delivers it

to customers over their existing utility lines. SICEtcoers are automatically enrolled in the
GreenSource program, whiphovides80 percenGHG emissiorfreeelectricity. Customers can

choose to ento | i n ToRGE@Eendpmgram at any time to receive 100 peiGeétd emission
freeelectricity form entiref renewablesourcesBy 2021, SJCE electricity will be 100 percent GHG
emission freeThe project site currently uses approximately 0.58 GWh cfredéy per year

Natural Gas

PG&E provides natural gas services witBianta Clara Countyn 2017, appreimately 1.4percent

of Californiads nat wstataprodutoomyvhile theprgmaigingsupplyas f r om i n
imported from other westertiages and Canadaln 2016, residential and commercial customers in

California used 29 percent, power plants used 32 pemeathe industrial sector used 37 percent
Transportation accounted for one percent of natural gas use in Califor@l 7, Sata Clara

15 United States Energy Information Awhistraton @A St at e Pr of i | e anddcesBeddugusly Est i me
1, 2019 https://www.eia.gov/state/?sid=CA#taPs

16 California EnergyCommission Energy Consumption Datdanagement Systemi El ect ri city Consumpt
Countyd Accessedvarch 15, 2019http://ecdms.energy.ca.gov/elecbycounty.aspx

17 California Gas and Electric Utilities. 2018 California Gas Repartessedvarch 15, 2019.
https://www.socalgas.com/regulatory/documents/cgr/2018_California_Gas_Report.pdf
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Countyued approximately 3.5 percent of®Thelpgectst at e o s

site currently uses approximately 139,083 kBtu of natural gas per year.

Fuel for Motor Vehicles

In 2018, 15 billion gallons of gasoline were satdCalifornial® The average fuel economy for light

duty vehicles (autos, pickups, vans, apdrt utility vehicle¥in the United States has steadily
increased from about 13.1 milpsrgallon (mpg) in the mid 970s ta24.9mpg in 20B.2° Federal

fuel econony standards he changed substantially since the Energy Independence and Security Act
was passed in 2007. That standard, which originally mandated a national fuel economy standard of
35 miles per gallon by the year 2020, was subsequently revised ta@pphg and ligt trucks
modelyears 2011 through 202822 The existing project vehicle miles traveled (VMT) is estimated

to be733,428 Assuming a 24.9 mpg, project site trips approximately 29,458allons of fuel per

year.

3.6.2 Checklist Questions

Wouldthe project:

a) Result in a potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy, or wasteful use of energy resources, during project
construction or operatién

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state twcal plan for renewable energy or energy efficiehcy

c) Result in a substantial increase in demand upon energy resources in relation to projected
supplies?

3.6.3 Project Impacts

a) Would the project result in a potentially significant environmental impact due to
wagdeful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy, or wasteful use of energy
resources, during project construction or operatior?

Construction

Construction of the project would require energy for the manufacture and transportation of building
mateials, site preparation and grading, and construction of the proposed office building, health club,
and parking garage. Construction processes areajgngesigned to be efficient in order to avoid

8 CEC. Nadiural Gas Consumption by Countpccessedipril 12, 2019.
http://ecdms.engy.ca.gov/gasbycounty.aspx

®California Department of Tax and Fee Administration.
https://www.cdtfa.ca.gov/taxemndfees/spftrpts.htm

®United States Environment al Protection Agency. AThe
Emi ssions, Fuel Economy, and Technology since 1975.0

2 United State®epartnent of Ehergy. Energy Independence & Security Act of 2083cessed July 29, 2019.
http://www.afdc.energy.gov/laws/eisa

22 Public Law 1101408 December 19, 200Energy Independence & Security Act 002(Decenber 19, 2007.
23 California Estimator Emissions Model Version 2016.€alEEMod St. James Existing Conditions VNidly 30,
20109.
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excess monetary costs. That is, equipment and fuebatgpically used wastefully on the site

because of the added expense associated with renting the equipment, as well as maintenance and fuel.
In addition, as discussed in Section 3.3 Air Quality, the project would implest@mdard permit
conditionsand nitigation measuret® minimize the idling of construction equipment thus reducing

the potential for energy wasteurther,the project would recycle &ast 75 percent of construction

and demolition wastd=or these reasons, construction of the projectidvoot use energy in a

wasteful mannei(Less than Significant Impact)

Operational

The poposed project would increase the derigitgnsityof useson the siteandwould result in a net
increase in energy us®peration of the projestould consume engy for multiple purposes
including, building heating and cooling, lighting for the proposed buildinggparidng garageand
operation ofappliances and electronics. Energy would also be consumed during each vehicle trip
generated by visitoand employee T he pr o) energydemardsstsummarizeeTtble
3.6-1.

Table 3.6-1: Estimated Annual Project Energy Demand
Net Electricity Net Natural Gas Net Gasoline

(GWh) (kBtu) (gallons)
Existing 0.73 139,083 29,4%
Project 9.92 10,096,407 549044
Note:* Gasol i ne demand was <calcul ated by diSouiceli ng
lllingworth & Rodkin, Inc.3896 Stevens Creek Boulevail Quality & Greenhouse GaAssessment.
Attachment 2: CalEEMod Modeling Outpiarch 3Q 202Q)

To ensure that energy is not wastedimnecessédy consumed,tie project would comply with Title

24 and CALGreen energy efficiency measuesswell as City of San José Green Buigdi
requirementsThe project also encourages alternatives to siefiéde occupancy trips by being
proximate to transit and being on a site adequately served by pedestrian and bicycle facilities. For
these reasons, operation of the project would noensegy in a wasteful mannégkess than

Significant Impact)

b) Would the project conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or
energy efficiency?

The project would conform to General Plan policies @iyl requirementswhich pronote energy
efficiency.By conformingto these policies and requiremerds well as consistency with CalGreen
and Title 24 the project would not preclude the Caystatefrom meetingenewable energy or
energy efficiency goaldhe project, therefore,auld not conflict with or obstruct a state or local
plan for renewablenergy or energy efficien@nd the impact is less than significaihess than
Significant Impact)
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¢) Result in a substantial increase in demand upon energy resources in relation to peoted
supplies?

As shown inTable3.6-1, the project would us@.92GWh of electricity, approximately0 million

kBtu of natural gas, ans9,044gallons of gasolineéSanta Clara County usedatal of

approximately 16,668 GWbi electricity and 76.7 billion kBtu of natural gd%%°> In 2018, the state
of California used 15 billion gallons of gasolitf®elhe project would increase energy usage by less
than 0.01 percent across electricity, natural gas, and gasoline; thpsjetewould not result in a
substantial increase in demand upon energy resoyt@ess than Significant Impact)

3.6.4 Cumulative Impacts

d) Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant
energy impact?

By its nature, ermgy isa cumulative resourc@ast, present, and future development projects
contribute to the stateds energy I mpacts. I f th
impact, it is concluded that the impactismulatively considerablés discused umler Questions a)

and b) abovethe projecitself would not result in significant energy impadgsirther, all projects in

San José and adjacent cities are required to meet CalGreen and Title 24 energy efficiency

requirements, thus lessening oveealergydemandTherefore, the project would nasult in a

considerable contribution to a significant cumulative energy imfaess than Significant

Cumulative Impact)

2El A. fACalifornia Natural Gas Total Consumptiono. Decel
https://www.eia.gov/dnav/ng/hist/nal490_sca_2a.htm

25 California EnergyCommission Energy @nsumption Data Management SysténE| ect ri ci ty Consumpt
Countyd Accessedvarch 15, 2019http://ecdms.energy.ca.gov/elecbycounty.aspx

%California Department of Tax and Fee Administration. i
https://www.cdtfa.ca.gov/taxemndfees/spftrpts.htm
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3.7 GEOLOGY AND SOILS

3.7.1 Environmental Setting

3.7.1.1 Regulatory Framework
State

Alquist-Priolo Earthgiake Fault Zoning Act

The AlquistPriolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act was passed following the 1971 San Fernando
earthquakeTheact ensures public safety by prohibiting the siting of most structures for human
occupancy acrodsaces of active faults thabustitute a potential hazard to structures from surface
faulting or fault creepAlquist-Priolomaps arereated by the State Geologist ahstributed to
affected citiescounties, and state agencies for their use in plararnidgeviewingnew constructio.

Seismic Hazards Mapping Act

Following the 1989 Loma Prieta earthquake, the Seismic Hazards Mapping Act (SHMA) was passed
The SHMAdirects the California Geological Survey to identify and map greaee to liquefaction,
earthquakenduced landslidesand amplified ground shakinj.also requires that agencies only

approve projects in seismic hazard zones followingspeific geotechnical investigations to

determine if the identified hazard is present eegliresheinclusion ofmeasure$o redwce
earthquakeelated hazards

California Buildng Standards Code

The California BuildingStandard€ode (CBC)ontainsstatemandatedegulations that govern the
construction of buildings in Californandprescribes standds for constructing safer bdings. The

CBC contains provisions for earthquake safety based on factors including occupancy type, soil and
rock profile, ground strength, and distance to seismic sourbesCBC requires that a sigpecific
geotechnicalnvestigation report be prepdrby a licensed professional for proposed developments

to evaluateseismic and geologic conditions tmaay affect a projectsuch as surface fault ruptures,
ground shaking, liquefaction, differential settlement, lateral siimgaexpansive soils, and p®
stability. The CBC is updated every three years; the current version is the 2016 CBC

California Division of Occupational Safety and Health Regulations

Excavation, shoring, and trenching activities during constructiosldnject to occupational sayet
standards for stabilization by the California Division of Occupational Safety and Health (Cal/OSHA)
under Title 8 of the California Code of Regulations and Excavation Rillese regulations

minimize the potential for inskdlity and collapsehat couldinjure construction workers on the site

Paleontological Resources Regulations

Paleontological resources are the fossilized remains of organisms from prehistoric eentsonm

found in geologic strata:hey range from mammoth and dinosaur bones to impressf ancient

animals and plants, trace remains, and microfossils. These are in part valued for the information they
yield about the history of the earth and its pastoagpcal settingsThe California Public Resources
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Code (Section 5097.5) specifiestlunauthorized removal of a paleontological resource is a
misdemeanor. Under the CEQA Guidelines, a project would have a significant impact on
paleontological resourcesiifwill disturb or destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or
unique geadgic feature.

Local

Envision San José 2040 General Plan

The General Plan includes the followiggology and soilpolicies applicable to the proposed

project.

Policy

Degcription

EC3.1

EC3.2

EC4.1

EC4.2

EC4.4

EC4.5

EC4.7

Design all new or remodeled habitable structures in accordancéheithost recent
California Building Code and California Fire Code as amended locally and adoptec
the City of San José, including provisions regarding laferaés.

Within seismic hazard zones identified under the AlgRigblo Fault Zoning At,
California Seismic Hazards Mapping Act and/or by the City of San José, complete
geotechnical and geological investigations and approve development propbgals o
when the severity of seismic hazards have been evaluated and appropriate mitigat
measues are provided as reviewed and approved by the City of San José Geologis
guidelines for evaluating and mitigating seismic hazards and thex@yted Clifornia
Building Code will be followed.

Design and build all new or remodeled hal#atiructures in accordance with the mos
recent California Building Code and municipal code requirements as amended anc
adopted by the City of San Jos#luding provisions for expansive soil, and grading ¢
storm water controls.

Approve develoment in areas subject to soils and geologic hazards, including
unengineered fill and weak soils and landslidene areas, only when the severity of
hazads have been evaluated and if shown to be required, appropriate mitigation
measures are provided. Nelvelopment proposed within areas of geologic hazards
shall not be endangered by, nor contribute to, the hazardous conditions on the site
adjoiningproperties. The City of San José Geologist will review and approve
geotechnical and geological invegttion reports for projects within these areas as pe
the project approval process.

Require all new development to conform to the City of 3ans ® 6 s Ge ol 0 ¢
Ordinance.

Ensure that any development activity that requires gradieg dot impact adjacent
properties, local creeks, and storm drainage systems by designing and building the
drain properly and minimize erosion. Amosion Control Plan is required for all privatt
development projects that have a soil disturban@mefacre or more, adjacent to a
creek/river, and/or are located in hillside areas. Erosion Control Plans are also req
for any grading occurring beten October 15 and April 15.

Consistent with the San José Geologic Hazard Ordinance, preqmeelmical and
geological investigation reports for projects in areas of known concern to address t
implications of irrigated landscaping to slope #igband to determine if hazards can
adequately mitigated.
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Policy Deription

EC-4.9 Permit development only in thesreas where potential danger to health, safety, and
welfare of the persons in that area can be mitigated to an acceptable level.

City of San Jos&lunicipal Code

Title 24 of the San José Municipal Code includes the current California Building, Plumbing,
Mechanical, Electrical, Existing Building, and Historical Building Codes. Requirements for building
safety and earthquake hazard reduction are dideased in Chapter 17.40 (Dangerous Buildings)
and Chapter 17.10 (Geologic Hazards Regulations) of thadipal Code. Requirements for

grading, excavation, and erosion control are included in Chapter 17.10 (Building Code, Part 6
Excavation and Gradingn accordance with the Municipal Code, the Director of Public Works must
issue a Certificate of Geologica#ard Clearance prior to the issuance of grading and building
permits within defined geologic hazard zones, including Seismic Hazard Zones for tioprefa

3.7.1.2 Existing Conditions
Site Geology

Soils

The project site is approximately 135 feet above mearesebdnd gntly slopes to the northeast.
The project site is underlain by soils of the Urbani@apbell complex of zero to two percent
slopes?’ These soils are clay alluvium soils derived frontan@rphic or sedimentary rock.
UrbanlandCampbell complexals are moderately well drained, and exhibit moderate stauve|
behavior (i.e., expansive behavior) towards the surface and haveigkrshrinkswell behavior

with greater depthExpansive soils shrink and swell@asesult of moisture changdhesechanges
can cause heaving and cracking of slabgrade, pavement, and structufesnd on shallow
foundationsThere are no unique glgic features on axdjacent to the project sitbue to the flat
topography of the project site, the potential farséwn or landslide on or adjacent to the site is low.

Groundwater

Depth to shallow groundwateas historically beeancountered at appximately 30 feet below
grade, but recent drought conditions have lowered the water table and several of the shallow
grourdwater zone wells are now diffhe most recent groundwater depth measurements collected
indicate the groundwat to be approximatel$0 to 50feet below the ground surfaée

Seismicity

The site is not located within a designated Alg&sblo Earthquke Fault Zone or in a Santa Clara
County Fault Hazard Zone and no active faults have been mapsite ©ri° Therefore, the risk of

2"Natural ResourceCene r vat i on Ser vi cAecessdl:\Wabary3 2009. Sur veyo
https://websoilsurvey.segov.usda.gov/App/WebSoilSurvey.aspx

28 TRC. Limited Phase Il Site Investigation Rep@arden City Shopping Centddecember 2019.

2 CaliforniaDg ar t ment of Conservation. ACGS I nformation Wareh
http://www.quake.ca.gov/gmaps/WH/regulatoryrsypm

30 Santa Clara Countyganta Clara County Geologic Hazard Zonkp. October 26, 2012.
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fault rupture at the site is low. Faults in the region are, however, capable of generating earthquakes of
magnitude 7.0 origher and strong to very strong ground shaking would be expected to occur at the
project site dring a major earthquakon one of theearby faultsActive faults near the project site

are shown imable3.7-1.

Table 3.7-1: Active Faults Near the Project Site
Fault Distance from Site
Monte Vistai Shannon 4.6 miles Southwest
San Andreas 7.8 miles West
Hayward (Southeast Extension) 9.1 miles Northeast
Calaveras 11.3 miles Southegs

Liguefaction

Liguefaction is the result of seismic activity and is characterized as the transformation of loose water
saturated soils from a solid state tiiqaid state during ground shakiriguring ground shaking, such

as during earthquakes, cycligainduced stresses may cause increased pore water pressures within
the soil vods, resulting in liquefactio.he project sités located withina statedesignéed andSanta

Clara County liquefaction hazard zoté?

Lateral Spreading

Lateral spreadingsia type of ground flaire related to liquefactionit consists of the horizontal
displacement of flalying alluvial material toward an open area, sucthasteep bank of a stream
channelThe project site is relatively flat and is not adjacent to ekwwe any other unsupported face.
For these reasons, the potential for lateral spreading is low.

Paleontological Resources

Geologic units of Holocene agesagenerally not considered sensitive for paleontological resources,
because biological remains yager than 10,000 years are not usually considered fossils; however,
mammoth remains were found along the nearby Guadalupe River loS&am 2005These

saliments have low potential to yield fossil resources or to contain significant nontdaewa
paleontdogical resourceslhese recent sediments, however, may overlie older Pleistocene sediments
with high potential to comin paleontological resourcéBheseolder sediments, often found at depths

of greater than 10 feet below the ground surface, have gih@sfossil remains of plants and extinct
terrestrial Réistocene vertebrateBased on the underlying geologic formation of the project site, the
EnvisionSan José 204Beneral Plan FEIRGeneral Plan FEIRpund the project site to have a high
sensitivty (at depth) for paleontological resources.

SCalifornia Department of Consdmwatsiomatibant hpeals szd:
2019.https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/EQZApp/app/
2Santa Clara County. fAGeologic Hazard Zoneso. Accessed

https://sccplanning.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=5ef8100336234fbdafc5769494cfe373
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3.7.2

Checklist Questions

Would the project:

a)

3.7.3

Directly or indirectly causpotential substantial adverse effectg/uwling the risk of loss,
injury, or deathinvolving:

- Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as detiad on the most recent AlquBtiolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of adkm fadt (refer to Division ofMines and Geology
Special Publication 42

- Strong seismic ground skiag?

- Seismierelated groundailure, including liquefaction?

- Landslides?

Result in substantial sagrosion or the loss of topsoil?

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potgadly result in on or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Sedt808.5.3 of the BC, creating substantial
direct or indirectisks to life or property

Have soils incpable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative waste
water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water?
Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resourcet@iosiunque geological
feature?

Project Impacts

a) Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a known earthquake fault,
as delineated on the most recent Algst-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by
the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault
strong seismic ground shaking; seismicelated ground failure, including liquefaction; or
landslides?

The projecsite is locatedvithin a State of California Liquefaction Hazard Zomberefore, prior to
any issuance of grading or building permits, the project is sulgdarther investigation, consistent

wi t

h Ci t yTrbesgprojpcbshall com@yswith the follving standargpermit conditionsas

required by the CBC
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Standard Permit Condition

1 To avoid or minimize potential damage from seismic shaking, the project shall be constructed
using standard engineering and seismic safety design techniques. Buildgmgaaes
constriction at the site shall be completed in conformance with the recommendations of an
approved geotechnical investigation. The report shall be reviewed and approved by the City
of San José Department of Public Works as part of the buildingtpexniew and $suance
process. The buildings shall meet the requirements of applicable Building and Fire Codes as
adopted or updated by the City. The project shall be designed to withstand soil hazards
identified on the site and the project shall be desigto reducehie risk to life or property on
site and off site to the extent feasible and in compliance with the Building Code.

In addition, the project shall be designed and constructed in accordance with thieqoB@ments

from the sitespecific geatchnicalinvestigation Adherence to the CBC would ensure the project
resists minor earthquakes without damage and major earthquakes without collapse and would not
exacerbate existing geologic conditions on adjacent sites.

The project site wouldxperience intense grodishaking in the event of a large earthquake. The
project site and surrounding areas are, however, relatively flat and have a low potential for lateral
spreading during large seismic events. As a result, development of the ptejeciidd not expose
adjacent or nearby properties to landslide or erosion related hadagds.than Significant Impact)

b) Would the project not result in substantial erosion or the loss of topsdil

The site is developeahd the majority of the site is paved with very litté surrently exposed.
Ground disturbance would be required for demolition of the existing surface parking lots and
buildings, grading, and construction of proposed development. Ground disturbandexmose
soils and increase the potential for wind @ter related erosion and sedimentation at the site until
construction is complete.

The Citydéds National Pollutant Discharge EIi mina
runoff policies, and th&unicipal Code are the primary means of enforcing erosantrol measures

through the grading and building permit procdsse General Plan FEIR concluded that with the

regulatory programs currently in place, the possible impacts of accelerated etwsign d

construction would be less than significant. Thiy Ghall require all phases of the project to comply

with all applicable City regulatory programs pertaining to construction related erosion. Because the
project would comply with the regulations iddied in the General Plan FEIR, implementation of

the poposed project would have a less than significant soil erosion impact.

Demolition and construction on the project site would temporarily increase the potential for erosion
and sedimentation that @glol be carried by runoff into the San Francisco Bay. friogect would be
required to implement the followirgfandard permit conditiorronsistent with the regulations

identified in the General Plan FEIR, for avoiding and reducing construction relastoieropacts.
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Standard Permit Conditions

1 All excavationand grading work will be scheduled in dry weather months or construction
sites will be weatherized.

1 Stockpiles and excavated soils will be covered with secured tarps or plastic sheeting.
1 Ditches wil be installed, if necessary, to divert runoff arouxdayvations and graded areas.

With implementation of these measyraswellax o mp|l i ance with theandCi tyods
NPDES requirementspnstruction of the proposed project wobkl/e a less than significant impact.
(Less than Significant Impactt)

¢) Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in eor off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collap§e

The prgect site has anoderately low to low potential for vertical and lateral ground faitwrieis
subject to liquefaction hazard&s discussed iQuestion a)the proposed project would be
constucted in compliance with the CBC asitie-specific geotechnicahvestigation These
construction requirements would address risk®feior off-site soils stability. For these reasons, the
proposed projeatould not change or exacerbate the geologic conditiodsany impact would be
less than significan{Less than Significant Impact)

d) Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in@@n 1803.5.3 of the BC,
creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?

As previouslydescribedn Section3.7.1.2 Existing Conditionshé projet site is located in an area
of moderate to high expansion potentiaévelopment oftie proposed project, howevamuld not
change or exacerbate the geologic conditions of the projectrargher, the project would be
required to implement sigpecifc recommendations from the project geotechnimatstigation
consistent with the CB(As a result, the projeetould notcreatesubstantial direct or indirect risks
to life or property(Less than Significant Impact)

e) Would the project have soils incapale of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks ¢
alternative waste waterdisposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposa
of waste watef?

The project site is located within an urbanized area of San José where sewers are avditgined
of wastewater from the project site. Therefore, the siteléwnot need to support septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal syste(ii& Impact)
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f) Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site
or unique geological featur@

While excavation osite would reach enaximum deptlof approximately 14 feett isimprobable

that paleontological resourcesuld be discovered because no paleontological resources have been
discovered in this area of Sawms&.The project, however, would implement the following standard
pemit condition to reduce potential impacts to paleontological resources.

Standard Permit Condition

1 If vertebrate fossils are discovered during construction, all work on the site spall st
i mmedi atel vy, Director of Pl parnmentofdlanming, Di r ect o
Building and Code Enforcement (PBCE) shall be notified, and a qualified professional
paleontologist shall assess the nature and importance of the find and reccappremiate
treatment. Treatment may include, but is not limited poeparation and recovery of fossil
materials so that they can be housed in an appropriate museum or university collection and
may also include preparation of a report for publicatioriileisg the finds.The project
applicant shall be responsible forpfamenting the recommendations of the qualified
paleontologist.A report of all findings shall be submitted to the Director of Planning or
Directorés designee of the PBCE

With implemenation of the above standard permit condition, potentiphcts to paleontological
resources would be reduced to a less than significant (&esk than Significant Impact)

3.7.4 Cumulative Impacts

Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable contibution to a significant geology
and soils impac®

Thecumulative projectshown in Table 341 would be subject to similar geology, soils, and

seismicity conditions as the proposed project. All cumulative projects occurring within San José
would implenent standard permit conditions related to geologic hazamd woulde constructed
consistent with the CB@nd sitespecific geotechnical investigatiomsorder to avoid impacts from
seismicity and geology and soils hazards, and/or reduce them tatzalessgnificant level. Projects

in the cumulative scenarwould also be subject to similar CEQA requirements and standard permit
conditions as the proposed project with regard to avoidance and lessening of paleontological impacts.
For these reasons, themulative projects, including the proposed project, @owlt result in

significant cumulative geology and soils impa¢tess than Significant Cumulative Impact)

3.7.5 Non-CEQA Effects

PerCalifornia Building Industry Association v. Bay Area Air Quality Mgement District62 Cal.
4th 369(BIA v. BAAQMD), effects of the environment on the project are not considered CEQA
impacts. The following discussion is included for informational purposty because the City of
San Joséas policies that address exigtieology and soitonditions.
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General Plan Policy E@.2 states that development is allowed in areas subject to soils and geologic
hazards, including unengineered fill and weak soitslandslideprone areas, only when the severity

of hazards have be@valuated and if shown to be required, appropriate mitigation measures are
provided. New development proposed within areas of geologic hazards shall not be endangered by,
nor contributea, the hazardous conditions on the site or on adjoining propertiesisure this, the

policy requires the City of San José Geologist to review and approve geological investigation reports
for projects within these areas as part of the project appravee$s. In addition, Policy E€.4

requires all new development to dorm to the Geologic Hazard Ordinance.

Geologic conditions in the project areawid require that the proposed structures be designed and
built in conformance with the requirements of tBBC. The General Plan FEIR concluded that
adherence to the CBC waliteduce seismicelated impacts to a less than significant level. Because
the proposed project would comply with tieeommendations contained within the sipecific
geological invesgation report, the CBC, and regulations identified in the GenenalFHER that
ensure geologic hazards are adequately addressed, the project would comply with Pelcies EC
and EC4.4.

3896 Stevens Creek Bawiard 81 Draft EIR
City of San José August2020



3.8 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

This section is based on the air quality and greenhouse gas (GHG) analysis prepared for the project
by lllingworth & Rodkin, Incin March202Q This report is included a&ppendixB to this Draft

EIR. Note that the analysis includes a 496,000 square foot parking garage, where a 468,000 square
foot garage is now proposed; thus, the ansilysthis section is conservative with regard to
constructioarelatedGHG emissios

3.8.1 Environmental Setting

3.8.1.1 Background

Unlike emissions of criteria and toxic air pollutants, which have local or regional impacts, emissions

of Greenhouse Gases (GHGs) havwaader, global impact. Global warming associated with the

igr eenhou s process Wherebyy @GHGs accumulating in the atmosphere contribute to an
increase in the temperature of the earthoés at mo
warming and associated climate change are carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4)pritteus

(N20), and fluorinated compounds. Emissions of GHGs contributing to global climate change are
attributable in large part to human activities associated with the tnaatpo, industrial/

manufacturing, utility, residential, commercial, and agrimalk sectors.

3.8.1.2 Regulatory Framework
State

Assembly Bill32

Under the California Global Warming Solutions Act, also known as AB 32, CARB established a
statewide GHG emissiomsp for 2020, adopted mandatory reporting rules for significant sources of
GHGs, and adopted a comprehensive plan, known as the Climate Change Scoping Plan, identifying
how emission reductions would be achieved from significant GHG sources.

In 2016, SB 2 was signed into law, amending the California Global Warming Solution Act. SB 32,
and accompanying Executive Ordef3B-15, require CARB to ensure that statewide GHG emissions
are reduced to 40 percent below the 1990 level by 2030. CARB updated itseClihaatge Scoping
Plan in December of 2017 to express the 2030 statewide tatgetis of million metric tons

(MMT) of carbon dioxide equivalen€CQO.e). Based on the emissions reductions directed by SB 32,
the annual 2030 statewide target emissions lewelalifornia is 260 MMTCGQe.

Senate Bill 375

SB 375, known as the Sustainable Communities Strategy and Climate Protection Act, was signed
into law in September 2008. SB 375 builds upon AB 32 by requiring CARB to develop regional
GHG reduction target®r automobile and light truck sectors for 202@ &935. The pecapita

GHG emissions reduction targets for passenger vehicles in the San Francisco Bay Area include a
seven percent reduction by 2020 and a 15 percent reduction byT2@3faur major requements of

SB 375 are:
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1 MetropolitanPlanning Organizations (MPOs) must meet greenhouse gas emission reduction
targets for automobiles and light trucks through land use and transportation strategies.

1 MPOs must create a Sustainable Communities Strategy) (808ovide an integrated land
usetransportation plan for meeting regional targets, consistent withageial
Transportation Plan

1 Regional housing elements and transportation plans must be synchronized -gea&ight
schedules, with Regional Housihipeds Assessment (RHNA) allocatiommers
conforming to the SCS.

1 MPOs must use transportation and air emissions modeling techniques consistent with
guidelines prepared by the California Transportation Commission.

Consistent with the requirements of SBE3the Metropolitan Transportation @mission(MTC)

partnered with the Association of Bay Area GovernmghBAG), BAAQMD, andthe Bay

Conservation and Development Commisdion pr epar e the regionds Susta
Strategy (SCS) as part of the Real Transportation Plan processeTBCS is referred to as Plan

Bay Area204Q Plan Bay Are2040establishes a course for reducing-papita GHG emissions

through the promotion of compact, higensity, mixeduse neighborhoods near transit, particylarl

within identified Priority Developrant Areas (PDAS).

Regionaland Local

2017 Clean Air Plan

To protect the climate, the 2017 CABrepared by BAAQMD)ncludes control measures designed
to reduce emissions of methane and other sGp#Bs that are potextimate pollutants in the near
term,and to decrease emissions of carbon dioxide by reducing fossil fuel combustion.

BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality Guidelines

The BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality Guidelines are intended to serve as a guide for those who prepare

or evalate air quality impact analyses for projects and plans in the San Francisco Bay Area.

jurisdictions where a qualified Greenhouse Gas Reduction Strassgyeen reviewed under

CEQA and adopted by decistiomakers, compliance with the Greenhouse Gas &enfuStrategy

would reduce a projectodés contribution to cumul a
significant levef?®

Thejurisdictions n the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basiay alsautilize the thresholds and
methodology for assessingd& impacts developed by BAAQMD within the CEQA Air Quality
Guidelines. The guidelines include information on legal requirements, BAAQMD rules, methods of
analyzing impacts, and recommended mitigation measures.

Envision San José 2048e=neral Plan

The polcies below are specific to GHG emissions and are applicable to the proposed project.

3¥The required component s $trhtegyor Rlanare Hescfidedkin Secti@H®83Befd uct i o1
the CEQA Guidelines and the BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality Guidelines (amended 2017).
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Policy

Description

TR-2.8

TR-2.18
TR-3.9

MS-1.1

MS-2.3

MS-2.6

MS-2.11

MS-14.4

MS-21.1

MS-21.3

CD-2.1

Require new development to provide-site facilities such as bicycle storage and
showers, provide connections to existing and planned fasilitiedicate land to expar
existing facilities or provide new facilities such as sidewalks and/or bicycle lanes/
or share in the cost of imprements.

Provide bicycle storage facilities as identified in the Bicycle Master Plan.

Ensure that all street improvements allow for easier and more efficient bus operat
and improved passenger access and safety, miiletaining overall pedestrian and
bicycle safety and convenience.

Continue to demonstrate leadership in the devetoprand implementation of green
building policies and practices. Ensure that all projects are consistent with and/or
exceedthe Ot 6 s  @Building ®rdinance and City Council Policies as well as Sti
or regional policies which require thattojects incgporate various green building
principles into their design and construction.

Utilize solar orientation, (i.ebuilding placement), landscaping, design, and
construction technigues for new construction to minimize energy consumption.

Promde roofing design and surface treatments that reduce the heat island effect
and existing development asdpport reduced energy use, reduced air pollution, ar
healthy urban forest. Connect businesses and residents with cool roof rebate pro
through City outreach efforts

Require new development to incorporate green building practices, incthdiseg
required by the Green Building Ordinance. Specifically target reduced energy use
through construction techniques (e.g., design of bugldimvelopes and systems to
maximize energy performance), through architectural design (e.g. design to maxi
cross ventilation and interior daylight) and through site design techniques (e.qg.
orienting buildings on sites to maximize the effectivenesassipe solar design).

| mpl ement the Cityds Green Bui | dthahngw
construction and rehabilitation of existing buildings fully implements industry best
practices, including the use of optimized energy systeelection of materials and
resources, water efficiency, sustainable site selection, passive solandgdidign, anc
planting of trees and other landscape materials to reduce energy consumption.

Manage the Community Forest to achieve Sag @éasironmental goals for water anc
energy conservation, wildlife habitat preservation, stormwater reteiga reduction
in urban areas, energy conservation, and the removal of carbon dioxide from the
atmosphere.

Ensure that S ayrdorestdssc@nprisedOfcspeors that have low wal
requirements and are well adapted tdediterranean climate. Select and plant
diverse species to prevent monocultures that are vulnerable to pest invasions.
Furthermore, consider the appropriate ptaent of tree species and their lifespan to
ensure the perpetuation of the Community Forest.

Promote the Circulation Goals and Policies in this Plan. Create streets that prom
pedestrian and bicycle transportation by following applicable godigalities in the
Circulation section of this Plan.

a) Design the street network for its sdfered use by pedestrians, bicyclists, an
vehicles. Include elements that increase driver awareness.
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Policy Description

b) Create a comfortable and safe pedestrian environmentgbgrnenting wider
sidewalks, shade structures, attractive street furniture, street treegd é@diic
speeds, pedestriariented lighting, mieblock pedestrian crossings, pedestrian
activated crossing lights, butluts and curb extensions at intergmaet, and on
street parking that buffers pedestrians from vehicles.

c¢) Consider support for deiced parking requirements, alternative parking
arrangements, and Transportation Demand Management strategies to reduc
dedicated to parking and increaseaadedicated to employment, housing, parks
public art, or other amenities. Encouragecdeaplal parking to ensure that the
value and cost of parking are considered in real estate and business transac

GHG Reduction Strategy

The City of San José amved a Supplemental Program EIR for the Envision San José General Plan

to include and update the greenhouse gas emissions analysis in Decemb&h@@HG Reduction

Strategy is intended to meet the mandates as outlined in thA Glfdelines and the reat

standards for fAqualifi edhefl a@HdRedudionSteategyf or t h by
identifies GHG emissions reduction measures to be imgiéed by development projects as part of

three categories: built environment ametrgy, land use and treortation, and recycling and waste
reduction.Some measures are mandatory for all proposed developmesttprand others are
voluntaryandcouldbencor porated as mitigation measures fa
discreton. Projects that are osistent with the GHG Reduction Strategy would have a less than

significant impact related to GHG emissighsough 2020 and would not conflict with targets in the

currently adopte€limate Change Scoping Plémough 2020

Beyond 2020, the emission redioos in the GHG Reduction Strategy are not large enough to meet

the Cityods identi f i»/8Peficiehcy metrie for2038. An agditional( MT) CO
reduction of 5,392,000 MT C® per year would bequired for the projected service population to

meet the Cityls target for 2035.

Achieving the substantial communitywide GHG emissions reductions needed beyond 2020 cannot be
done alone by the City with the measures identified in the GHG Reductidegytealopted by the

City Council in 2015. Th&eneral Plan FEIRlisclosed that it will require an aggressive multiple

pronged approach that includes policy decisions and additional emission controls at the federal and
state level, new and substantially adeed technologies, and substantial behavidvahges to

reduce single occupant vehicle tripsspecially to and from work places. Future policy and

regulatory decisions by other agencies (such as CARB, California Public Utilities Commission,
CaliforniaEnergy Commission, MTC, and BAAQMD) and techrgpéal advanceare outside the
Cityés control, and therefore could not be reli
the latest revisions to the GHG Reduction Stratépwys, he City Coundiadopted overriding
considerations for the idgfied cumulative impact for the 2020 to 2035 timeframe.

34 As described in General Plan FEIR, the 2035 efficiency targekabfigcts a straighline 40 percent emissions
reduction compared to the projected citywide emissions (10.90 MZeLfor San José in 202[.was developed
prior to issuance of Executive Ordei38-15 in April 2015, which calls for a statewide reductiarget of 40
percent by 2030 (five years earlier) to gem track with the more aggressive target of 80 percent reduction by
2050.

3896 Stevens Creek Bawiard 85 Draft EIR
City of San José August2020



The General Plan includes an implementation program for monitoring, reporting progress on, and
updating the GHG Reduction Strategy over time as nelantdogies or practical measures are
identified. Implementation of future updates is called for in General Plan policids/1Bnd 1P17.2

and embodied in the GHG Reduction Strategy. The City of San José recognizes that additional
strategies, policies armgfograms, to supplement those currently idesdifwill ultimately be required

to meet the miderm 2030 reduction target of 40 percent below 1990 levels in the GHG Reduction
Strategy and the target of 80 percent below 1990 emission levels by 2050.

Climate Smart San José

Approved in 2018, Climate SmigSan Josés a plan to reduce air pollution, save water, and create a
stronger and healthier communilimate Smart San José charts a path to achieving the GHG
reductions contained in the internationatiPé&greement on climate change. Climate Smart $osé
encompasses nine overarching strategies:

i Transition to a renewable energy future

1 Embrace our California climate

1 Densify our city to accommodate our future neighbors

1 Make homes efficient and affordable for families

1 Create clean, personalizeahility choices

1 Develop integrated, accessible public transport infrastructure

1 Create local jobs in our city to reduce e miles traveled

1 Improve our commercial building stock

1 Make commercial goods movement clean and efficient.
3.8.1.3 Existing Conditiors

GHG emissions are generated from vehicles entering and leaving the site and from heating, cooling,
and lighting of the exsiting buildingsThe sitecurrently generates approximat@87 MT of CO2e
annually.

3.8.2 Checklist Questions

Would the project:

a) GeneateGHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a sigmficapact on
the environment?

b) Conflict with anapplicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of redu@ng th
emissions olGHGS?

As described previousl BAAQMD adoped GHG emissionshreshold of significance to assigt

the review of projects under CEQ#Ahese thresholds were desidrte establishite level at which
BAAQMD has determined th&HG emissions would cause signifidtaenvironmental impacts. The
GHG emisionsthresholds identified by BAAQMD arg, 100 MT of CQe per year or 4.6 MT C@©
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per service population peryear, Agggt t hat i s in compliance with
Strategy) is considered to have a less than significant GHG impact regafdtessmissions.

t

The numeric thresholds set by GB@ReQudtion SHratey i nc |l ud

werecalcht ed t o achieve the stateds 2020 target f
specified target of0 percent below the 1990 GHBnissions level)The project would be

constructed in one phase over a period of two y&&es project, therefore, wouttbt be fully

constructed and in use until after December 31, 2020. Because the project would be completed in the

or

post2020 timeframet he pr oj ect woul d n o Redbcgon Strateggr ed under

CARB has completed a Scoping Plavhich will be utilized by BAAQMD to establish the 2030
GHG efficiency threshold. BAAQMD has yet to publishquantifiedGHG efficiencythreshold for
203Q For the purposes of this analysas) Su b st a nt ithaekhold®fr2@ T GO2edyéaiper
service populatiohas been calculated for 2030 based on the GHG reduction g&is3@fand
Executive Order B30-15, taking into account the 1990 invert@nd the projected 2030 statewide
population and employment levels

3.83 Project Impacts

a) Would the project generateGHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environmen®

GHG emissions associated witle project would occur over the sheirm from construction
activities,as well a®operational emissiorsver the long termassociated with vehicular traffic
within the project vicinity, the generator, energy and water usage, and solid waste Hi§iéGal
emisgons for the proposed project were analyzed using the methgd@ogmmended in the
BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality GuidelinesCalEEMod was used to predict GHG emissifsos the
project(as detailed i\ppendixB).

Construction Emisdons

GHG emissions associated with constructimesed on construction data provided by the project
applicantwere computethy CalEEModto be2,691MT of CO.e. These are the emissions from on

site operation of construction equipment, vendor and haulil trips, and worker trips. Neither

the City nor BAAQMD have an adopted thheld of significance for constructiaelated GHG

emissions, though BAAQMD recommends quantifying emissions and disclosing that GHG emissions
would occur during constructioforthese reasons, any impact would be less than signifi¢ass

than Significant Impact)

Operational Emissions

Thepr oj ect would use natur al gas, although the
of energy For the purposes of thaalysis it was assumed that the project would uae $osélean
Energyas the electricity provideAfter 2023San José Clean Energy would provide GHG emission

free electricity
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The project service population efficiency rate is based on the numheuie full-time office,
commercial (includes retail and the restaurant land uses), and health club employees. Based on
information provided by the project applicant, the health club would engppsoximately250

people. An employee estimate for the adfend conmercial land uses was not provided. Therefore,
the number of workers for the office was estimated using the following cstesmployee pe250
square feedf commercial/retaispaceandoneemployee per 175gsiare feetf office spaceBased
onthe prg e cappdogimately308,000 quare feet obffice uses andl5,000 square feegtail uss,
there would be 1,760 office employees and 62 retail/commercial employees. The totadtioe
population would be 2,099 employees.

The CalEEMod model, alongith thenetproject vehicle trip generation rates, was used to estimate
netdaily emissions associated with operation of the prdjetable 3.8-1 shows thennualGHG
emissions resulting from operation of the proposed project

Table 3.8-1: Annual GHG Emissions (COs in Metric Tons
Source Category Project in 2023 Project in 2030
Area <1 <1
Energy Consumption 542 542
Mobile 4,962 4,121
Solid Waste Generation 593 593
Water Usage 106 106
Total 6,204 5,363
Per Service Population Emissiong 3.0 26
(MT of COelyear/service population)
Significance Threshol 26
(MT of CQelyear/service population
Threshold Exceeded Yes No

The 2023 GHG emissions (the first year when thegptdg expected to be fully operational) would
exceed the per capita 2030 threshold of 2.6 MT of CO2el/year/service population. By the year 2030,
project emissions are estimated to meet the 2030 per tda@shold of 2.6 MT of

CO2elyear/service populatigeeeTable 3.8-1). The difference in emissions generated by the project
from 2023 to 2030 shows that year to yeamjgct emissions would be reduced over time.

Specifically, mobile emissions would be reduced as a result of véhatlefficiency improvements.
While the project may generate emissions in excess of 2.6 MT of CO2e/year/service population in
one or more iterim years between 2023 and 2029, because the proposed project would not exceed
the per capita threshold in 203B¢ project would meet the GHG reduction target set by SB 32 and
not result in a significant GHG emissions impdcess than Significantimpact)

35 Operational emissions do not take into account the proposed 40 percent parking reduction.
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b) Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing the emissions dBHGs?

2017 Climate Action Plan

As discussedi Section 3.3 Air Quality hie projecis consistent with the 2017 CAP because it
supports th@rimary goals of the 2017 CABy providing increased density in a transit priority area)
and doe®xceed thresholds for criteria pollutants and mitigation nreaswave been included in this
EIR to address TACgLess than Significant Impact)

Envision San José 2040 General Plan

The project is consistent with ti&eneral Plan policies identified in Section 3.8.1.2 Regulatory
Framework to reduce GHG emissions by:

Constructing in accordance with CALGreen and Title 24

Planting trees for shade

Providing recyting collection bins orsite

Creating a pedestrian friendly environment within pheposedlaza with shade trees,
pedestrian pathways, and amenities

Providingbicycle parking orsite

1 Implementing a TDM plan with reduced vehicle parking

=A =4 4 =2

=

In addition, theproject site is served by existing pedestrian facilities, and existing bicycle and transit
facilities with regional connections. The automofalternative modesf transportation available at

the project site promote alternatives to singdeupancy vehie trips, thus reducing GHG emissions.

In addition, there is limited parking spaces available adjacent to the site, which encourages the use of
public transportéon, carpooling, and other alternatives to sirgdeupancy vehicle trips to and from

the site (Less than Significant Impact)

GHG Reduction Strategy

The GHG Reduction Strategy is based on the General Plan land use assumptions and the project is
consistat with the General Plan land use assumptions. The project is also consistent with the
applicable GHG Reduction measures and their associated General Plan policies by:

Consistent with the General Plan Land Use/Transportation Diagram
Constructing in accoahce with CALGreen and Title 24

Planting trees and landscaping thaapgpropriate for this climate

Providing recycling collection bins esite

Salvage or recycle at least 75 percent of construction waste

Creating a pedestrian friendly environment withiaproposed plazwith shade trees,
pedestrian pathways, and amenities

Providing bicycle parking csite

Reducinghe totalparkingprovidedthrough the approval of a TDM

=A =4 =4 =4 -4 4

= =4
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The project, thereforayouldb e consi st ent with the (Ledssthapnbs GHG
Significant Impact)

3.84 Cumulative Impacts

Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a GHG emissions
impact?

GHG emissions have a broader, global impact; therefiomeprioject exceeds the identified
significance thesholds, its emissions would be cumulatively consider@sleliscussed in Checklist
Question a)the project would not result in significant GHG impacts by the year 2030 and would
meet the GHG reduction target set by SBB2erefore, the project woutt have a cumulatively
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative GHG emissions in{past than Significant
Cumulative Impact)
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3.9 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

The following discussion is based, in part, on a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA)
preparedn January 2020a Phase Il ESA preparedecember 201,%nd a Soil Management Plan
prepared in January 2020hese repors were all prepared by TRC and airecluded asAppendixE,
AppendixF, andAppendixG (respectively)o this Drat EIR.

391 Environmental Setting

3.9.1.1 Regulatory Framework
Federal and State

Hazardous Materials Overview

The storage, use, generation, transport, and disposal of hazardous materials and waste are highly
regulated under federal and state lakegleral regulationand policies related to development

include the Comgehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA),
commonly known as Superfund, and the Resource Conservation and Re&sav@ZRA). In

California, theEPA has granted most esrttement authority over federal hazardous materials
regulations to the California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEIRA)rn, local gencies
including the City of Santa Clara Fire Departmieaive been granted responsibility for

implementation and éorcement of many hazardous materiggulationsunder the Certified

Unified Program Agency (CUPA) program

Worker health and safety and public safety are key issues when dealing with hazardous materials.
Proper handling and disposal of hazardous nadtisrivital if it is disturbed duringroject

construction. The California Department of Industrial Relations, Division of Occupational Safety and
Health (Cal/lOSHA) enforces state worker health and safety regulations related to construction
activities. Reglations include exposure limits, reqgments for protective clothing, and training
requirements to prevent exposure to hazardous materials. Cal/OSHA also enforces occupational
health and safety regulations specific to lead and asbestos investigati@mterdent.

Cortese Lis{Governmentode Sectio$5962.5

Section 65962.5 of the Government Code requires CalEPA to develop and update a list of hazardous
waste and substances sites, known as the Cortes@&hésCortese List is used by thate, local

agencies, and developerscmmply with CEQA requirement3he Cortese List includes hazardous
substance release sites identifiedtiy Department of Toxic Substances ContdI $C), State

Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), &aaita Clara County

AsbestosContaining Material Bqulations

Friable asbestos is any asbestos containing material (ACM) that, when dry, can easily be crumbled or
pulverized to a powder by hand, allowing the asbestos particles to become airborne. Common
examples of products thhave been found to contdimable asbestos include acoustical ceilings,

plaster, wallboard, and thermal insulation for water heaters and pipes. Common examples of non
friable ACMs are asphalt roofing shingles, vinyl asbestos floor tiles, and tranliig siade with

3896 Stevens Creek Bawiard 91 Draft EIR
City of San José August2020



cement. Use driable asbestos products was banned in 18&8onal Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) guidelines require that potentially friable ACMs be removed
prior to building demolitioror remodethat may disttb the ACMs.

Federal Aviatbn Requlations, Part 77

Federal Aviation Regulation§AR), Part 77, AObjects Affecting Na\
FAR Part 77), requires that the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) be notified of certain
proposed onstruction projects locatedthin an extended zone defined by an imaginary slope

radiating outward for sever al miles from an air
least 200 feet in height above ground. For such projects, the FAA wouldat@rdairspace safety
reviewand i ssue a determination regarding the prop

Norman Y. Mineta San José International Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan

Development within the Norman Y. Mineta San José Internatidinabrt Influence Area (AlA)an

be subject to hazards from aircraft and pose hazards to aircraft travelling to and from the airport. The
County of Santa Clara Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) adopted an Airport Comprehensive
Land Use Plan (CLUP) in 20land amended it in2016, tddress these potential hazards and

establish review procedures for potentially incompatible land uses. The AlA is a composite of areas
surrounding the airport that are affected by noise, height and safety considerationbazhesde are
addressed in fedal and state regulations, as well as in land use regulations and policies in the

CLUP.

LeadBased Paint Requlations

The U.S. Consumer Product Safety Commission banned the use-balsatipaint in 1978

Removal of older stietures with leaebased painis subject to requirements outlined by Cal/OSHA
Lead in Construction Standard, Title 8, California Code of Regulations 1532.1 during demolition
activities. Requirements include employee training, employee air monitoring, sincodtrol. If

lead based pat is peeling, flaking, or blistered, it is required to be removed prior to demolition.

California Accidental Release Prevention Program (CalARP)

The California Accidental Release Prevention (CalARP) Program aims to paeegtegntal releases

of regulaed hazardous materials that represent a potential hazard beyond the boundaries of property.
Facilities that are required to participate in the CalARP program use or store specified quantities of
toxic and flammable substand@gmzardous materials) thatrchave offsite consequences if

accidentally released@he County of Santa Clara Department of Environmental Heeltlews

CalARP risk management plans as the CUPA.

Local

Envision San J&2040 General Plan

The General Plamcludes the followindgnazardsand hazardous materigislicies applicable to the
proposed project.
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Policy Description

CD-5.8 Comply with applicable Federal Aviation Administration regulations identifying
maximum heights for obstructions to promote aiesa

EC7.1 Fordevel opment and redevel opment proj ¢
historical and present uses to determine if any potential environmental conditions
that could adversely impact the community or environment.

EC7.2 Identify existing soil, soil vapor, groundwater, and indoor air contamination and
mitigation for identified human health and environmental hazards to future users ¢
provide as part of the environmental review process for all develdand
redevelopmenprojects Mitigation measures for soil, soil vapor, and groundwater
contamination shall be designed to avoid adverse human health or environmental
in conformance with regional, state, and federal laws, regulations, guidelines, and
standards.

EC7.4 On redeelopment sites, determine the presence of hazardous building materials ¢
the environmental review procesisprior to project approvaMitigation and
remediation of hazardous building materials, such aspaatt and asbestantaining
mateials, $iall be implemented in accordance with state and federal laws and
regulations.

Municipal Regional Permit Provision C.12.f

Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) were produced in the United States between 1955 and 1978 and
used in hundreds of industtiand ommercial applications, including building and structure

materials such as plasticizers, paints, sealants, caulk, and wood floor finishes. In 1979, the EPA
banned the production and use of PCBs due to their potential harmful health effects iatehpers

in the environment. PCBs can still be released to the environment today during demolition of
buildings that contain legacy caulks, sealants, or other&@Baining materials.

With the adoption of the San Francisco Bay Region Municipal Regidoah@ate NPDES Permit

(MRP) by the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board on November 19, 2015,
Provision C.12.f requires that permittees develop an assessment protocol methodology for managing
materials with PCBs in applicable structupégnnedfor demolition to ensure PCBs do not enter
municipal storm drain syster$.

San José Emergency Operations Plan

An Emergency Operations Plan (EOP) is required for each local government in California. The
guidelines for the plan come from the Fedé&malergency Management Agency (FEMA), and are
modified by the State Office of Emergency Services (OES) for Califoreidsnend issues. The

purpose of the plan is to provide a legal framework for the management of emergencies and guidance
for the conduct obusiness in the Emergency Operations Center (EOC). San José City Council
adopted their EOP iNovember 2018vhich addressesmergencies such as floods, heat waves,

power outages, terrorism, earthquakes, and ires.

36 California Regional Water Qlity Control Board.San Francisco Bay Region Municipagdgtonal Stormwater
NPDES PermitNovember 2015.
37 City of San JoséEmergency Operations Plahlovember 2018.
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3.9.1.2 Existing Conditions
Project Site

The poject site was historically used for agricultural purposes (orchard, open field, etc.) and
contained small structes (homes and oduildings), based on historic aerial photographs dating
back to 1939. In the 1940s, more structures were presesiteoaid some of the orchard trees were
removed and replaced with agricultural fields. By 1956, a gasoline station mstsucted in the
northwest portion of the property. The surrounding land uses continuegbtonagily agricultural

lands with some buildingSince the project site was used for agricultural purposes from the 1930s
until late 1950s, pesticides may hawezh applied to crops in the normal course of farming
operations. The possible historic pesticide ussitsncould have resulted in the accuation of

residual pesticides (e.g., DDT compounds, arsenic, and lead) in the shallowstel on

A former gasbne station was located at the northwest corner optbperty in the 1960s through
the early 1970s at 3896 Stevens CreeklBvard.There s no record oanyunderground storage
tank removabn this site The gasoline additivBITBE is, howeverpresenin shallow groundwater
beneath a portion of the soutbst area of the project sifEhe groundwater contamination has been
attributed to a gadine release from the Chevron station at 404 Saratoga Avenue, immediately
southwest of the project site.

A former plant nursery and flower packing operation was located in theeastl portion of the
project site in the ebr 1960s, and possibly eaat. Pesticides may have been stored and usedras pa
of that business operatioNo evidence of the psence of geenhouses was found.

During the site assessments completegaimuary 2020he hazardous materials observed were
common janitorial and buding maintenance suppii@nd dish washing detergent® evidence of
hazardous materials spills were observedthagotential for these materials to have significantly
impacted the site is lohe project sités noton the Cortese LisE Given the orsite buildings were
constructed in the 1960s, ACMs are likely present and assumed to be.@esdatly, leadbased
paint mayalsobe present.

3.9.13 Off-Site Sources of Contamination

Five leaking underground storage tanks (LUST) sites are located lessitheiglith of a mile from
the site as described below

Kiely Park Cleanerss located at 445 Kiely Boulevd, south of the project sit€he dry cleaning
chlorinated solvent PCE is present in shallow groundwater beneath a portion of the southern half of
the project site in concentrations above the five parts per billion (ppb)rdyiniater stadard.PCE
groundwater concentration up to 14@/L was detected in 201duth of the project site next to the
adjacent commercial shopping centoil vapor samptig conducted at the project site as part of the
Kiely Park Cleaners investigah in 2006 did not identify PCE soil vapor concentrations exceeding
residential or commercial vapintrusion screening levels.

BCal EPA. fnCortese List Dat a R bt®x/oategaseo@sitecl@aoup/eostesadidd J an u at
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The Chevron gasoline station located immediaselythwest of the project site (404 Saratoga
Avenue), idisted as an activellST site.The site contains three 10,00@llon gasoline USTs at the
northern portion of the propertyn 1992, it was discovered that the USTssde that had been
removed redted in the release of gasoliireo the soil and grauwdwater.As a resultMTBE as well
as other petroleum constituents are likely present in the groundwater adjacenttdtinestof the
project site

On June 14, 2019, TRC completedsixsitesoilb or i ngs as part of the proj
None of the soil samplegtained total petroleum hydrocarbons as gasoline (TPHg). No detected
metals exceeded environmental screening levels (ESLS), except for lead (220 mg/kg) and nickel (91
kg/mg), bah of which exceed the construction worker E3t.safely deal with this comanation a

Soils Management Plan (sAppendixG) has been prepared for the project. BWP provides
requirementgor the management gbil thatwill be disturbed and/or handled duringnstruction
includingexcavation, handling, field screening, arfeémical testindor surplus soil, dust control,

storm water runoff control, amgquirements for oféite disposal. TSMP also includeprocedures

to address unanticipated conditions and for management of groundwater, in the unlikely evient that
is encountered during excavation activitsl wouldsupplement therojectStorm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP)

39.14 Airport Safety

The project site is not located within &1A and is not subject to the CLUFhe Norman Y. Mineta

San José International Airport is located approximately 3.6 miles northeast of the project site. As
previously mentioned, FAWRgabPaer tAi T8 parct@d) e ctqu i Afe
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) be notified of certain proposed construction projects located

within an extended zone defined by an imaginary slope radiating outward for several miles from an
airport 6 swhichwouldaotheswise stand at leafbZXeet in height above ground. For the

project site, any structure exceedit®p feet in height above grade would require submittal to the

FAA for airspace safety review. As the proposed project would have a maxigigm ¢f 160feet,

notification to the FAA igequired

3.9.1.5 Wildland Fires

According to the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE), the project site
is not located in a fire hazard zone or the Wildland Urban Intefface.

3.9.2 Checklist Quegions

Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials?

®CAL FI RE. ASanta Clara County Fire Hazard Severity Zol
http://frap.fire.ca.gov/webdata/maps/santa_dfhszs map.43.pdf
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b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonablydioiesee
upset andccident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or
waste within0.25mile of an existing or proposed school?

d) Be located on a & which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant
to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significantchazard t
the public or the environment?

e) For a project located within an airpteihd use plawr, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or pehlise airportresult in a safety hazant
excessive noistor people residingr working in the project area?

f) Impair implementation of or physicallyterfere with @a adopted emergency response plan or
emergency eacuation plan?

g) Expose people or structuresther directly or indirectlyto a significant risk of loss, injury or
death involving wildland fires?

3.93 Project Impacts

a) Would the project create a ggnificant hazard to the public or the environment through
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materiaf

Operation

Operation of the proposed office, fitness club, and retail development would include the use and
storage of cleaning suppliesiaintenancehemicalsand pool chemicals small quantities, similar

to the operations and former operations of the existing buildings, as well as nearby bugitzesses.
medical uses are proposed such that related hazardous materials would beTpre gedls would

be maintained with the use of three primary chemicals, as described below.

Calcium hypochlorite wuld be used to maintain water sanitation levels tesB8athe Santa Clara
County Health Departmentalcium hypochlorite is a dry chemical thabwid be sbred in a pellet
form. It would be added to the pool on anmseded basig.he pellets are proposed to be stored in
plastic shipping containers which a®ealed to prevent contamination from moisture.

The pH of the pool waterould be controlled with a@mbination of muriatic acid and GOr'he

muriatic acid is a liquid chemical stored in digahtained chemical storage tankbe muriatic acid

is introducel into the pool via electronic metering pumps that are controlled by the chemical control
monitor onan asneeded basi$Smaller volumes of the muriatic acibuld berequired when used in
conjunction with C@, andwould not require special handling or hiing classifications.

The CQ would be stored in stainless steel pressure vesBeése vesselwould hold the CQin a
liquid state.The CQ would beadded to the pool by a mass transfer sysidm.mass transfer
systemwould convert the C@into cabonic acid and is controlled by the chemical control
monitor. The carbonic acid works in conjunctiarith muriatic acid to provide the necessary pH
adjustments to maintain proper water balance.
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The small quantities of cleaning suppliesintenance chewals and pool chemicalat would be
transported, used and storedsite, would not generate suastial hazardous emissions or

accidental chemical releases that would pose a risk to site users or adjacent residential land uses.
Compliance with applicdé federal, state and local handling, storage, and disposal requirements
would ensure that no sigroint hazards to adjacent residences are created by the routine transport,
use, or disposal of hazardous substantess than Significant Impact)

b) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeald upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

Construction

The project site is not listed as a haloars waste or substances site oypr@gulatory database.
Construction on the project site could, lemer, disturb orsite soils with residual agricultural

pesticide contaminatigead, nickeland/or petroleuribased contaminated groundwater, and expose
construction workerand the publito elevated concentrations of chemicals.

Impact HAZ-1: Project constructionould result in the exposure of construction workers and the
public to elevated concentratis of chemicalgSignificant Impact)

To ensure impacts are redudedh less than significant leyehe following mitigation measure shall
be implemented by theroject to reducexposure to hazardous chemicals

MM HAZ -1.1:  Prior to the start of gunddisturbing activities or issuance of any
grading/building permits by the City, a Site Management Plan shall be developed
for the site by a qualifiednvironmental professional. At a minimum, the SMP
shall include the following:

9 Stockpile managementdluding dust control, sampling, stormwater
pollution prevention and the installation of BMPs

1 Proper disposal procedures of contaminated materials
1 Monitoring, reporting, and regulatory oversight notifications

1 A health and safety plan for each contractorkiay at the site that
addresses the safety and health hazards of each phase of site
operations with the requirements and procedures for employee
protectian

1 The health and safety plan will also outline proper soil/ and or
groundwater handling procedures dalth and safety requirements
to minimize worker and public exposure to contaminated soil/and or
groundwater during construction.

1 A copy of the SMP shhbe submitted to the Supervising
Environmental Planner of the City of San Jose Department of
Planning Building, and Code Enforcement and the Municipal
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Compliance Officer of the City of San Jose Environmental Services
Department for review and approval.

With implementation othe abovenmitigation measurampacts associated with expostoe
contaminatd soils and groundwatéor construction workers, the environment, and area residents
would beless than significan{Less than Significant Impactwith Mitigation Incorporated )

Asbestos Containing Materials and LeaeBased Paint Impacts

The project propas to demolish the existing buildings-site which could release asbestos particles
into the environment and expose construction workers andynesgidents to harmful levels of
asbestosSuspected ACMs would be required to be properly assessed anceceprnimr to

demolition consistent NESHAP guidelindgdditionally, if leadbased paint is still bonded to the
building materials, its removal is hieequired prior to demolition. The project lroweveryequired

to conform to the following regulatory pragms and to implement the following standpeamit
conditions, consistent with Cal/OSHA requirements, to reduce impacts due to the presencesof ACM
and/or leaebased paint

Standard Permit Conditions:

1 In conformae withstate and local laws, a visuakpection/predemolition survey, and
possible sampling, shall be conducted prior to the demolition-sfterbuildings to
determine the presence ACMs and/or leaebased paint.

1 During demolition activities, albuilding materials containing ledshsed pint shall be
removed in accordance with Cal/OSHA Lead in Construction Standard, Title 8, California
Code Regulations 1532.1, including employee training, employee air monitoring, and dust
control. Any debris or sbcontaining leaebased paint or coatinggould be disposed of at
landfills that meet acceptance criteria for the waste being disposed.

1 All potentially friable ACMs shall be removed in accordance with NESHAP guidelines prior
to building demolition or renation that may disturb the materials. Aémolition activities
will be undertaken in accordance with Cal/OSHA standards contained in Title 8 of CCR,
Section 1529, to protect workers from asbestos exposure.

1 A-registered asbestos abatement contractor sbabtained to remove and dispose of ACMs
identified in the asbestos survey performed for the site in accordance with the standards
stated above.

1 Materials containing more than one percent asbestos are also subject to BAAQMD
regulations. Removal of matals containing more than one percent atsseshall be
completed in accordance with BAAQMD requirements and notifications.

1 Based on Cal/lOSHA rules and regulations, the following conditions are required to limit
impacts to construction workers.

o Prior to conmencement of demolition activities, a loimg survey, including
sampling and testing, shall be completed to identify and quantify building materials
containing leaeébased paint.

o During demolition activities, all building materials containing dsegedpaint shall
be removed in accordance witlal/OSHA Lead in Construction Standard, Title 8,
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CCR, Section 1532.1, including employee training, employee air monitoring and dust
control.

0 Any debris or soil containing ledahsed paint or coatings shall be dispd of at
landfills that meet acceptancateria for the type of waste being disposed.

The General Plan FEIR concluded that conformancefedtéral, state, and locedgulatory
requirements will result in a less than significant impact from ACMdead](Less Than
Significant Impact)

PCBsin Demolition Materials

The project proposes to demolish thesite buildings, which may have materials that contain PCBs.
During demolition. PCBs in building materials could be released and thereby exposehteastor
runoff from the project site duringin events. To address this risk, applicants for a demolition
permit must submit a PCB Screening Assessment Form with their permit applt€atwnform is
designed ascertain whether or not the building tadgetedemolition is subject to the PCB

Screening Assessment. If esite buildings do contain PCBs that exceed threshold limits, the project
applicant must follow applicable federal and state laws, which may include reporting to such
agencies as the EPA, RYCB, and DTSC, who may require additionaftrgpling and abatement of
PCBs consistent with state and federal requirements. Identification of PCBs using the Screening
Assessment Form and conformance with relevant regulatory requirements will result itharless
significant impact as related to PCHBlsess than Significant Impact)

¢) Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste withi@.25mile of an existing or proposed scho@l

The closest school to the project site is The HaBiadrool(preschooto 12" grade)located at 500
Saratoga Avenue, approximately 0.4 mile southwidse. project would not regularly use or emit
hazardous wastes aside fremall quantities of cleaning supplies, maintenance chemicals, and pool
chemicas, therefore the project would not emitazardous emssions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an existing or proposeqLes®ol.
than Significant Impact)

d) Would the project be located on a site whiclis included on a list of hazardous materials
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, create a
significant hazard to the public or the environmen®

The project site is not on the Cortese List and would not resuliigniicant hazard to the publfié.
(No Impact)

40 City of San Jose, Planning, Building and Code Enforcement Department. Draft Bulletin #254. February 6, 2019.
“4Cal EPA. AiCortese List Data Rbtpo/oatepaeasgov/sitedleacup/cdeeetlst J an u at
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e) Would the project be located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has
not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport.The project
would not result in a safety lazard or excessive noise for people residing @arorking in
the project area?

The project site is located approximatel§ Biles southwest of thorman Y. Mineté&San José

International Airport and is not located within an Airport Influence Area of appi. Pursuant to

FAR Part 77, the propose@-story office building must be filed with the FAA for airspace safety
review. FAA issuance of a fAdetermination of no
conditions set forth in such FAA determinatiorguld ensure that the project will not adveysel

impact air safety(Less Than Significant Impac)

f) Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation pfan

The project sitevould be accessible from driveways along Saratoga Avenublaiiake Drive

which would provide access to the proposed office building, fitness club, and retail space.
Furthermore, the project is an infill development within an alreadgnized areal he proposed
roadways would be accessible to emergency vehicles at all times. The project would, therefore, not
interfere with any emergency response or evacuation Nanimpact)

g) Would the project expose people or structures, either dirgtly or indirectly, to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires?

The project site area is located in a developed urban area and would not expose people or structures
to wildland fires.(No Impact)

3.94 Cumulative Impacts

Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant hazards
and hazardous materials impac?

Projects in the cumulative scenario could be locatedropertiesvherehazardous materials may
have been storedsed, and/otransported. These hazaudomaterials (such as gasoline, oil, propane,
and various chemicale manufacturinymay have been stored on these sites in aboveground or
underground tanks. Storage tanks can leak, often resulting in soil and/or groundwat®iregian.

If groundwatelis affected, it can impact properties downgradient of the spill.

Cumulative scenario projects could also be located on sitewéhatused for agricultural purposes

in the past andhemicals such as pesticides and fertilizeay imave been used. The wde¢hese
chemicals on agricultural properties can result in widsspresidual soil contaminatiom addition,
development of some of the sites would require demolition of existing buildings that may contain
ACMs and/or lead pat. Demolition of thesetsuctures could expose construction workers or other
persons in the vicinity to harmful levels of asbestos or lead.
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Based ortheseconditions, which are present on mostnulativeproject sites to varying degrees,
impacts could occur ithe cumulative scerioas a result oéxposure of residents and/or workers to
substances that have been shown to adversely affect ealthll cumulative scenario projects,
mitigation measures Wibe implemented as a condition of approtalessermisks associated wit
exposure to hazardous materidarther, adherence applicable existindpcal, state, and federal
laws andregulations related to hazardous materials would lessen the pdt@ntamulative

impacts.

If chemical releases have occurirdhe cumuléive scenaripand depending upon the extent of the
release, contaminated soils could be excavateldtransported to appropridéadfills or treated on

site.If groundwater is a#fcted, remediation and ongoing groundwater sampling both on the site and
onsurrounding downgradieproperties could be warrantdeinally, determining the extent of
asbestos and lead paint contamination would also be required prior to building deraaliisite
grading and, if present, such substances would be handled podetiof in a mannéhat

minimizes human exposuréherefore cumulative projects, including the proposed project, would

not result in significant cumulative hazardous materiafgaicts.(Less than Significant Cumulative
Impact)
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3.10 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QU ALITY

The discussion within this section is based in part on the information contained within a Water
Supply Assessment (WSA) prepared by the San José Water Company, dated January 2020. This
WSA is included ag&ppendixH to this de@ument.

3.10.1 Environmental Setting

3.10.1.1 Regulatory Framework
Water Quality Overview

The feder al Cl ean Wat &ploghedMaterdnatity Comatrbl iAdt arg timei a 6 s
primary laws related to wateuglity. Regulations set forth by tHePA and the State \ater

Resources Control Board (SWRCB) have been developed to fulfill the requirements of this
legislation EPA regulations include the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
permit prgram, which controls sources that discharge pollutambsthe waters of the United States
(e.g., streams, lakes, bays, et€hese regulations are implemented at the regional level by the water
quality control boardsThe project site is within the judliction of the San Francisco Bay RWQCB

Federal

Natiomal Flood Insurancrogram

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) established the National Flood Insurance
Program (NFIP) in order to reduce impacts of flooding on private and public prep€nigeprogram
provides subsidized flood insurance tergounities that comply with FEMA regulations protecting
development in floodplaing\s part of the program, FEMA publishes Flood Insurance Rate Maps
(FIRM) that identify Special Flood HazaAteas (SFH\). An SFHA is an area thatould be

inundated by the @apercent annual chance flood, which is also referred to as the base flood or 100
year flood

State

Statewide Construction General Permit

The SWRCB has implemented a NPDES General Construction Permit for the &atdavhia
(Construction General Peitn For projects disturbing one acre or more of soil, a Notice of Intent

(NOI) and Storm Water PollutioArevention Plan (SWPPP) must be prepéned qualified
professionaprior to commencement of constructidine Gnstruction General Permit includes
requirements for training, inspections, record keeping, and for projects of certain risk levels,
monitoring The general purpose of the requirements is to minimize the discharge of pollutants and to
protect beneficial wess and receiving waters from the acbeeeffects of constructierelated storm

water discharges.
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Regional

San Francisco BaBasn Plan

The San Francisco Bay RWQCB regulates water quality in accordance with the Water Quality

Control Plan for the San Frascb Bay Basin (Basin Plan). The BaBian lists the beneficial uses

that the San Francisco Bay RWQCB has identified for local aquifers, streams, marshes, rivers, and

the San Francisco Bay, as well as the water quality objectives and criteria that mestb@rotect

these uses. The SaraRcisco Bay RWQCB implements the Basin Plan by issuing and enforcing

waste discharge requirements, including permits for nonpoint sources such as the urban runoff

di scharged by a Cityos sasioPlamalsa tlescribesdvatarsheda ge sy st
management programs and water quality attainment strategies.

Valley Water Groundwater Management Plan

The Santa Clara Valley Water District (Valley Water) prepared a Groundwater Management Plan
(GMP) for the Santa Clarand Llagas subbasins in 2016, diseg its comprehensive groundwater
management framework including objectives and strategies, programs and activities to support those
objectives, and outcome measures to gauge performance. The GMP is the guidinghtitmumosy

the Valley Water will ense groundwater basins within its jurisdiction are managed sustainably. The
Santa Clara subbasin has not been identified as a groundwater basin in a state of overdraft.

Municipal Regional Stormwater NPDES Periidvision C.3

The City of San José is reqeit to operate under an NPDES permit to discharge stormwater from the
Citydés storm drain system to surface waters. Th
adopted by the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quadityr@ Board in 2015 (Order No. R2

2015-0049) covers 76 Bay Area municipalities and county agenciesparoottees, including the

City of San José. The MRP mandates that thpazmittees use their planning and development

review authority to require thatormwater management measures siscsite design, pollutant

source control and treatment measures be included in new and redevelopment projects to minimize

and properly treat stormwater runoff. Provision C.3 of the MRP regulates the following types of
development projects:

1 Projects thatreate or replace 10,000 square feet or more of impervious surface; and

1 Special Land Use Categories that create or replace 5,000 square feet or more of impervious
surface.

The MRP requires regulated projects to incorporate Low Impact Development (LD¥eseor

provide justification as to why such measuresi@fieasible LID measuresre intended to reduce

runoff and mimic a sitebds prdstdrecd adavgndimperviouhy dr o |
cover and then infiltrating, storing, detainingapetranspiring, and/or biotreating stormwater runoff

close to its source. LID employs principles such as preserving and recreating natural landscape

features and minimizingnperviousness to create functional and appealing site drainage that treats
stormwder as a resource, rather than a waste product. Practices used to adhere to these LID

principles include measures such as rain barrels and cisterns, green roofs, peraveaida{)

preserving undeveloped open space, and biotreatment through rain ghiatetsntion units,
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bioswales, and planter/tree boxes. The MRP also requires that stormwater treatment measures are
properly installed, operated and maintained.

Dam Safety

Because @m failurethat results irdownstream floodingnay affect life andproperty, dam safety is
regulated at both the federal and state ldwehccordance with the state Dam Safety Aams are
inspected regularly aretailed evacuation proceduigave been prepared for each d&s part of

its comprehensive dam safety prografalley Watemroutinely monitors and studies the condition of
each of its 10 dam¥alley Wateralso has its own Emergency Operations Center and a response
team that inspectdams after significant earthquakes. These regulatory inspection programs reduce
thepotential for dam failure.

Local

PostConstruction Urban Runoff Management (City Council Policy N29p

The City of Sa n29inplen®@rissthe Btarmwatentreabinent recuirements of
Provision C.3 of thMRP. City CouncilPolicy No. 629 requires all new development and
redevelopment projesto implement postonstruction Best Management Praesi¢BMP) and

Treatment Control Measures (TCM). This policy also established specific design standards for post
construction TCM for projects thateate, add, or replace 10,000 square feet or more of impervious
surfaces.

PostConstruction Hydromodificadin Management (City Council Policy No-184)

The City of Sa nl4ihpemnénisshe BdrdmodifigatioN mandgement requirements
of Provsion C.3 of the MRP. Policy No-B4 requires newlevelopmenand redevelopment projects
that create or replace one acre or more of impervious surface area, and are located within a
subwatershed that is less thanp@cenimpervious, to manage developnieelated increases in

peak runoff flow, volume, and duratiowhere such hydromodification is likely to cause increased
erosion, silt generatigor other impacts to local rivers, streams, and creeks. The policy requires
these projects to be designed ¢mirol projectrelated hydromodification through a

Hydromodification Management Plan (HMP). Projects thainot meet the minimum size threshold,
drain into tidally influenced areas or directly into the Bay, or are infill projects in subwatersheds or
catchment areas that are greater than or equal to 65 percent ioysewould not be subject to the
HMP requirement.

Envision San J&2040 General Plan

The following policies are specific to hydrology and water quality and are applicable to the proposed
project.

Policy Description

IN-3.7 Design new projects tminimize potential damage due to stormwaters and flooding
the site and other properties.
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Policy Description

IN-3.9 Require developers to prepare drainage plans for proposed developments that de
needed drainage pnovements per City standards.

IN-3.10 Incorporate apropriate stormwater treatment measures in development projects tc
achieve stormwater quality and quantity standards and objectives in compliance \
the Citydos National A &ystenu(NRDES). Di s c h a

MS-3.4 Promote the use of green roofs (i.e., roofs with vegetated cover), landssguk
treatment measures, pervious materials for hardscape, and other stormwater
management practices to reduce water pollution.

MS-20.2 Avoid locatingnew development or authming activities with the potential to
negatively impact groundwater quality in areas that have been identified as havin
high degree of aquifer vulnerability by the Santa Clara Valley Water District or oth
authoritative pubt agency.

ER-8.1 Manages or mwat er runof f i n c<«anptiudtioniban w
Runoff (629) and Hydromodification Management8) Policies.

ER-8.3 Ensure that private development in San José includes adequate measures to tree
stormwader runoff.

EC5.7 Allow new urban development only when mitigation measures are incorporated in
project design to ensure that new urban runoff does not increase flood risks elsev

EC5.16 Implement the Pog€onstruction Urban Runoff Managemeeatjuirements of th€ i t
Municipal NPDES Permit to reduce urban runoff from project sites.

3.10.1.2 Existing Conditions
Flooding

Based on the Federal Emergency Management Agenc
project site is located in Flood Zone*EZone D is an area of undetermined but possible flood
hazardThere are no flogaain requirements for Zone D.

Dam Failure

Theeastern portion of the project site is within the Lexington Reservoir failure inundation hazard
zone but outside the Andersomi failure inundation hazard zof#é? Anderson Dam will
however pe drained by October 1, 2020 on order offkderal Energy Regulatory Commissidne

to concerns thatie dam posesa risk of collapse if a large earthquakekstsi®®

2“FEMA. AFEMA Flood Map Servi ce Heshsefemnagovhatatdna sed Janual
43 Santa Clara Valley Water Districknderson DantEAP 2009 Flood Inundation Map2009 Accessed November

10, 2019.

http//www.valleywater.org/uploadedFiles/Services/CleanReliableWaten®lwesYourWaterComeFrom/Reservo
irs/Anderson_Dam/Anderson%20Inundation%20Maps%202009.pdf?n=6912

4 Santa Clara Valley Water Distridtexington Reservoir 2@0Flood Inundation Map2009

4 Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. Anderson Dam. March 31, 2020.
https://www.ferc.gov/industries/hydropower/safety/projects/anderson.asp
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Seiches, Tsunamis, and Mudflows

There are no landlocked bodies of water near the project site that would affete ihehe event of

a seicheThere are no bodies of water near the project site that would affect the site in the event of a
tsunam.*® Thesiteis located orthenearly flat valley floor topography and is not subject to the risk

of mudflows.

Storm Drainage System

The City of San José owns and maintains the municipal storm drainage system which serves the
project site. Tie lines tlat serve the project site drain irGwadalupe RiveiGuadalupe Riveflows
north, carrying the effluent from the storm drains into San Francisco Bay. There is no overland
release of stormwater directly into any water body from the project site.

Currently, 94 percent(198,090 square feeatf the project site is covered with impervious surfaces.
There are existing storm drain lines that run along the northern, western, and eastern borders of the
site that serve the existing development and would also gerygoposed development.

Stormwater Runoff

The water quality oGuadalupe Riveis directly affected by pollutants contained in stormwater
runoff from a variety of urban and nemban usesStormwater from urban uses contains metals,
pesticides, herbides, and other contaminants, inchgloil, grease, asbtws, lead, and animal
wastesBased on data from tHenvironmental Protection Agency (EPA)Guadalupe Riveis
currently listed on the Californid03(d}® list for Diazinon mercury,and trash.

Groundwater

Groundwater was found aidepth of 40 feelbelow ground surfacd@9. Groundwater levels

fluctuate seasonally depending on the variations in rainfall, irrigation from landscaping, and other
factors.The project site is mostly comprised of imyeus surfaces and does not conttéoto the
recharging of the groundwater aquif€éhe project is locatewithin the San José Water Company
service area, which gets approximately 38 percent of its water from groundwater supplies within the
Santa Clara My Subbasin.

3.10.2 Impact Discussion

For the purpose of determining the significance
quality, would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially dgrade surface or ground watgrality?

46 Association of Bay Are&overnmentsTsunami Inundation Emergency Planning Map for the San Francisco Bay
Region.Accessed December 4, 2018tp://quake.abag.ca.gov/tsunamis

47 United States Environmental Protection Agercglifornia 303(d) Listed Wateré\ccessed December 4, 2019.
http://iaspub.epa.gov/tmd|_waters10/attains_impaired waters.impaired_wateps sliste=CA&p_cycle=2012

48 The Clean Water Act, section 303, establishes water quality standards and TMDL programs. The 303(d) list is a
list of impaired water bodies.
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b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that the project may impede groundwater management of the basin

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage patt#rthe site or area, includingrough the
alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in
a manner which would:

- result in substantial erasi or siltation onor off-site;

- substantially increase the rateasnount of surface runoff inmanner which would
result in flooding onor off-site;

- create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of
pollutedrunoff; or

- impede or rediredlood flows?
d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project in@ndation

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management pfan

3.10.2.1 Project Impacts

a) Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements
or otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality

Construction Impacts

Construction of the proposed project, including gradingeaoavation activities, nyaresult in

temporary impacts to surface water quality. When disturbance to underlying soils occurs, surface
runoff that flows across the site may contain sediments that are ultimately discharged into the storm
drainage systenll construction or demolibin activity that results in land disturbances equal to or
greater than one acre must obtain coverage undé€dahstructionGeneral Permit, which is

administered by the SWRCBhe projectvould disturb greater than one acre of land, therefore,

would require coverage under ti@onstructionGeneral Permit.

All development projects in San Jaséistc o mpl y wi t h the Cityds Grading
the projects are subject to the ConstrucBaneral PermifThe City of Sandsé Grading Ordinance

requires the use of erosion and sediment controls to protect water quality while a site is under
constructionPrior to issuance of a permit for grading activity occurring during the rainy season

(October 1to April 30", the appltant is required to subtran Erosion Control Plan to the Director

of Public Works for review and approvahe Plan must detail the Best Management Practices

(BMPs) that would be implemented to prevent the discharge of stormwater pollutants.

Standard Pemit Conditions: The following measures are included in the project to prevent
stormwater pollution and minimize potentiatiseentation during construction:

1 Burlap bags filled with drain rock shall be installed around storm drains to route sediment
andother debris away fronhé drains.
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1 Earthmoving or other dugtroducing activities shall be suspended during periods of high
winds.

1 All exposed or disturbed soil surfaces shall be watered at least twice daily to control dust as
necessary.

1 Stockpiles of sdior other materials thatan be blown by the wind shall be watered or
covered.

1 All trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials shall be covered and all trucks shall
maintain at least two feet of freeboard.

1 All paved access roads, parking aretegiag areas and residential streets adjacent to the
construction sites shall be swept daily (with water sweepers).

1 Vegetation in disturbed areas shall be replanted as quickly as possible.

1 All unpaved entrances todtsite shall be filled with rock to reme mud from tires prior to
entering City streets. A tire wash system shall be installed if requested by the City.

1 The project applicant shall comply with the City of San José Grading Ordinance, including
implementingerosion and dust control during siteparation and with the City of San José
Zoning Ordinance requirements for keeping adjacent streets free of dirt and mud during
construction.

The proposed project, with implementation of the standard permit conditions listed abaolesignd
featuresncluded in the project, would result liess tharsignificant constructiomelated water
guality impacts(Less than Significant Impact)

PostConstruction Impacts

The proposed project would replace more than 10,000 square festofgeimpervious surfacerea

to construct théealth club and office buildingherefore, it is considered a regulated project under
Provision C.3 of the MRP and mysbvide onsite runoff treatment in conformance with the
Provision C.3 requirements, and in camfiance with RundfPolicy 6-29. Development of the
proposed project would result in approximately 89 percent impervious surfaces, a five percent
decrease comped to existing conditions. The project proposes tonuseerically sized biocells for
runoff treatment and contréor the fithess building and mechanical filters for the office building and
parking garage. These measures would be reviewed by the Gityrfsistency with the MRP and
Runoff Policy 629 in controlling the quanti and quality of runoff from the siteFor these reasons,
the project would have a less than significant water quality imflaess than Significant Impact)

b) Would the project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially
with groundwater recharge such that the projet may impede groundwater management
of the basir?

The project site is not located within a designated groundwater recharg® Elisteric groundwater
elevations in the vicinity of the project site are considerdmbtapproximately 40 bgs. The project

49 Santa Clara Valley Water Districroundwater Management PlaNovember 2016.
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does not include any belegrade levels; therefore, it isilikely that construction activities would
encounter groundwater during construction of the project.

While the project does not include installation of new groundwater wke#sSan José Water
Companyd water supplier to the project siteobtains a portion of ita/ater from groundwatef.otal
net potable water demand for the project is estimated to be 96-fatper year, or a 0.07 percent
increase in total system usage when comparedtothé 8am ® Wat er QGrought20b3y 6s pr e
potable water productioBased on th&V/SA prepared for theroject(seeAppendixH), the
increasedvaterdemand is consistentwitttSh J o s ® Wat 2015 UDanatarny 6 s
Management Plaandadditional groundwater pumping would not be needed to accommodate the
pr oj ect 0s. Thsadndusionnseaididespite the potential loss of water supply with the
drainage of Anderson Dam given the varied water sources and contingency plandiagdbt
conditions by the San José Water Compar§or these reasons, the project wouldsudistantially
decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater reatéithe impact is
less than significan{fLess Than Significant Impact)

¢) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the
addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would result irsubstantial erosion or
siltation on- or off-site; substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would result in flooding on or off-site; create or contribute runoff water
which would exceed the capacity of existing or plared stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; or impede or redirect flood
flows?

The project site is currently fully developed. Construction of the proposed project demnéhse the
amount of impervious sfaces onhie site by approximateli0,339square feetlue to the increase in
landscaping and open spadée proposed projeatould be required to implement stormwater
treatment and drainage measures consistent with City Pelidya®d 629, and provisin C.3 of the

MRP for postconstruction stormwater treatmer@tormwater collection facilities such pgsrmeable
pavemenand flowrthrough plantersincluded in the projectyould be designed to collect stormwater
runoff before connecting o t h e sihg stoynaser ifrastructureThese facilities are
designed, ogi Aiedmerticaddpyture projected stor mwatt
avoid overflow and flooding. They also reduce the rate of runoff compared to traditional stormwater
drainage systemby allowing stormwater to flow through biotreatment soils, layers of rock, and
native soils before connecting overflows to the storm system.

The pr o-fite stormbdsainage system would connect to the existing storns thedted in
Stewens Creek Bulevard Saratoga Avenue, ambrth Lake Drive which ultimately drains to the
Guadalupe RiverTheproposed project would not result in stormwater runoff which would exceed
the capacity of existing stormwater drainage syst@nmovide substatial additonal sources of
polluted runoff.(Less than Significant Impact)

50 SanJosé Water Company. Emadrcespondence with Le, Th@hau and Kara Hawkins. February 27, 2020.
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c) Would the project risk release of pollutants due to project inundation in flood hazard,
tsunami, or seiche zones

The project site is not located in a 1g€ar flood hazardrea noris it subject to seiche, tsunami, or
mudslide hazard3.he eastern portion of the project site is located within the Lexiriggservoir
inundation area; howevevalley Wateroperates a comprehensive dam safety program to ensure
public safety through roirie monitoring and studying of its danT$e project, therefore, would not
impede or redirect flood flows, or risk the release of pollutants due to project inundlagiss than
Significant Impact)

d) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control
plan or sustainable groundwater management plan

The proposed project woul d c-Oonstrdction Wham Runoff he Ci t y
Policy 629 and the MRP; therefore, implementation of the ptoj@uld not signitantly impact

water quality. The project siie not located within a groundwater recharge area and would not

interfere with groundwater recharge. For these reasons, the project would not conflict with
implementation of a water quality groundwater mamggment plan(Less than Significant Impact)

3.10.3 Cumulative Impacts

Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant
hydrology and water quality impact?

Water Quality, Groundwater, and Drainage Impacts

The geographic ardar cumulative hydrology and water quality impacts includes the six project
sites and the surrounding area. The cumulative projects identifiedhle 3.01 would involve
redevelopment of existing or previously developed sites that contain substap&alions surfaces,
and these projects would be required to confarapplicable General Plan goals, policies, and
strategies regarding stormwater runoff, infrasture, and floodingAll projectswithin the City,
including those identified in Table 31) would alsobe required to comply with applicable
requirements ithe statewide Construction General Permit, MRP (including Provisions Cit§)
standard permit conditionand NPDES permits standards to avoid hydrology and water quality
impacts or reduethem to a less than significant levébr these reasons, theoct would not have
a cumulatively considerable water quality, groundwater, or drainage infipass. than Significant
Cumulative Impact)

Flooding and Inundation Impacts

As discussed undé&uestion §, the project site inot subjecta significant floodor inundation

hazards. While the project site is partially located within the inundation area for Lexington Reservoir,
Valley Wateroperates a comprehensive dam safety program to ensuie gafbty through routine
monitoring and studying of its damsurther, Anderson Dam is being drained to address seismic
safety concernshe project, thereforeyould notresult in aconsiderable contribution to significant
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cumulativeimpact related toalease of pollutants due fiooding andinundation.(Less than
Significant Cumulative Impact)
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3.11 LAND USE AND PLANNING

3.11.1 Environmental Setting

3.11.1.1 Regulatory Framework
Envision San José 2040 General Plan

The following polices are specific to land use andagmalicable to the proposed project.

Policy Description

CD-1.12  Use building design to reflect both the unique character of a specific site and the «
of surrounding development and to support pedestrian movement throughout the
building site by proiding convenient means of entry from publiregts and transit
facilities where applicable, and by designing ground level building frontages to cre
an attractive pedestrian enviraent along building frontagebnless it is appropriate t
the site andontext, franchisstyle architecture is stngly discouraged.

CD-1.17  Minimize the footprint ad visibility of parking areasiVhere parking areas are
necessary, provide aesthetically pleasing and visually interesting parking garages
clearly identifed pedestrian entrancasdawalkwaysEncourage designs that
encapsulate parking facilities behind active building space or screen parked vehic
from view from the public realniEnsure that garage lighting does not impact adjace
uses, and to the extefigtasible, avoid impactsf headlights on adjacent land uses.

CD-4.9 For development subject to design review, ensure the design of new or remodele:
structures is consistent or complementary with the surrounding neighborhood fabi
(including but not limied to prevalent buildingcale, building materials, and orientatis
of structures to the street).

Steven Creek Urban Village Plan

The project site is located within the Stevens Creek Urban Village Plan, which was adopted by City
Council on August 8, 2071 and igdesignated Urban Village. The following Stevens Creek Urban
Village Plan land use policies are applicable to the proposed project.

Policy Description

LU-1.2 Within the Mixed Use€Commercial, Urban Residential, or Urban Villdgad use
designatbns, exishg commerciabr industrial square footage shall be replagéd an
equivalent commercial square footdageéhe new residential or residential mixed use
development.

LU-1.3 Require a minimum overatlommercial Floor Area Ratio (FAR) for tlageadesignated
with an Urban Village Lant/se Designation of 0.25. New developmiait includes
residential uses should not eveloped such that the combined FAR ofdhea
designated Urban Village drops below 0.25.

LU-1.4 Encourage the integratiaf commercial tenant spaces within nevelopment that is
designed to accommodaimall businesses.

LU-2.2 New development along Steve@eeek Boulevard, Kiely Boulevard, Saratogeenue,
and Albany Drive should include groufidor commercal and/or activespaces such as
lobbies fronting the street and wrapping toener when located on a corner lot.

3896 Stevens Creek Bawiard 112 Draft EIR
City of San José August2020



UD-2.2 Encourage the placemearitgroundfloor commercial space in nesevelopment
especially along the street frontagdsStevens Creek Boulevard, KieBpulevard,and
Saratoga Avenue.

San José Zoning Ordinance

The Zoning Ordinance serves as an implementing tool for the General Plan by establishing detailed,
parcetspecific development regulations and standards. The Zoning Ordinance divides the City of
San Josénto zoning districtdo guide future land uses.

3.11.1.2 Existing Conditions
General Plan Land Use Designations

The project site is designated Urban Village un
use policies in thapprovedStevens Crek Urban Village Plan. This designation allows for a wide

range of commercial uses, including retail sales and services, professional and general offices, and
institutional uses. The Stevens Creek Urban Village Plan does not establish a FAR for commercial
developments on properties designated Urban Village. The intensity of new commercial development

will effectively be limited by théneight limitsestablished by the Stevens Creek Urban Village Plan,

and the parking requirements established in the Zonidg@&nce.

Zoning Ordinance Designations

The majority of the project site is zoned CN, with a small portion zonedlG&project is
requesting a rezoning to Che CG zoning district is intended to serve thedseof the general
population.This districtallows for a full range of retail and commercial usethwi local or regional
market.Development is expected to be aatcommodating and includes larger commercialeysnt
as well as regional malls.

Existing Land Uses

The project site is a commerciabperty composed of six commercial buildings surrounded by

surface parking lots. The project site is bound by Saratoga Avenue to the west, Stevens Creek
Boulevard to the north, Northlake Drive to the east, and adjacemheamal properties to the south.

The buildings are oriented to Stevens Creek Boulevard and Saratoga Avenue, and are widely spaced
on the siteThe site has drivewayon all surrounding roadwaySonsistent with other midentury

buildings in the project ag, the buildings osite are oneral two storiesn height

Surrounding Land Uses

Development in the project area is a mix of retail/commeand residential land usd3uilding
heights vary by lath use from one to six stori€eBaller buildings are theesult of newer development
on thenorth sde of Stevens Creek Boulevaidorth of Stevens Creek Boulevard are a variety of
commercial businessasd a new apartment complé&mn the east side dflorthlake Drive, there are
primarily residential land usemcluding apartments andrahabiltation care centeA onestory
commercial building is located at the north end of the staémig Stevens Creek Boulevaithe

care center is orstory and the apartments are tatory with carports fang the roadwayA gas
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station is located in the gthwest corner at the intersection of Saratoga Avenue and Kiely Boulevard.
West of Saratoga Avenue are a variety of-aodéwo-story retail buildingsDirectly adjacent to the
southeast corner of the project site is e-story community center.

3.11.2 Checklist Questions

Would the project:

a) Physicallydivide an established community?

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or
regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding drgating an environmental effett

3.11.3 Project Impacts

a) Would the project physically divide an established community

The project site is located between two major roadways and a residential neighborhood. As proposed,
the project would redevelop the sitith commercial land uses and a pulgiaza. The project would
be consistent with the existing characteristics and uses in the surroaneiagd would be

consistent with the heights and massing allowed in the Stevens Creek Urban Villagén®lan
project wouldhave amaximum heighof 160feetand would be developed with commercial yses
includinga fitness gym and an office buildinghd project would provide a transition betwélea
residential area and the commercial/retail centers and transitao@aAvenue and Stevens Creek
Boulevad by providing commercial uses, not completely different than those existing along the
corridors In addition, he proposedlazaon the project sitevould provide access for pedestrians and
bicycles through the sit€or these reasonthe proposed proge would not physically divide an
established communityless than Significant Impact)

b) Would the project cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any
land use plan, policy, oregulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigiting an
environmental effec?

The proposed projed subject to mitigation measures to minime&e/ironmental impacts, including
hazardous materials and biological resources impacts, and woubtigistent with General Plan
policies adopted to avoid mitigate environmental effeces described in the individual resource
sections of this EIRFor these reasons, the proposed project waatldonflict with any land use
plan, policy, or regulationdopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating aniemmental effect
(Less than Significant Impact)
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3.11.4 Cumulative Impacts

Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant land use
and planning impact?

Cumulative senarioprojects inhe City are subject tGeneral Plamgoals, policies, and action
statements that require appropriate buffers, edges, and transition areas betwessslandddition,
setback, design, and operational requiremefitse San José Zoning Ordinamo@imize land use
compatibility issueghatmight result in physical land divisionsor these reasons, a cumulative
impact would not occur.

Cumulative scenario projects in the City of San José would go through the City development review
process. Projects would be analyzed for conémce withapplicable policiesadopted for the

purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental implactigh the CEQA review proceskhe

project, therefore, in combination witumulativedevelopment, would not result in significant

policy conflictimpactsandwould contribute taa significantcumulativeland use impads a result of
conflict with policies to avoid a significant environmental impéogss than Significant

Cumulative Impact)
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3.12 MINERAL RESOURCES

3.12.1 Environmental Setting

3.12.1.1 Regulatory Framework
Surface Mining and Reclamation Act

The Surface Mining and Reclamation Act (SMARA) was enacted by the California Legislature in

1975 to address the need for a continuing supply of mineral resources, and to prevent or minimize the
negatve impacts of surface mining public health, property and the environmekg¢ mandated
underSMARA, the State Geologi$tas designatechineral land classificatiin order to help

identify and protect mineral resources in areas within the state stdbjetian expansion or other
irreversible land uses which would preclude mineral extracBMARA also allowed the State

Mining and Geology Board, after receiving classification information from the State Geologist, to
designate lands containing minerapdsits of regional or statewadsignificanceThe only area in

the City of San José that is designated by the SMARA as containing mineral deposits which are of
regional significance is Communications Hill

3.12.1.2 Existing Conditions

The project site is located Mineral Resource Zone Onehieh is defined as areas where adequate
information indicates no significant mineral deposits are present or where it is judged that little
likelihood exists for their presené&There are no known mineral resourt@sated on or adjacent to
the project ge.

3.12.2 Impact Discussion

For the purpose of determining the significance
the project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that wouldi e to the
region and residents die state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of locally important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

3.12.2.1 Project Impacts

a) The project wouldhotresultin the loss of availability of a knowmineral resource that would
be of value to the region and residents of the diste Impact)

The project site does not contain any known or designated mineral resdlneesly area
designated by the SMARA as containing mineral deposits which aegiohal significance is
Communications Hill, which is located ov&x miles southeast of th@oject site. Tie project

51 California Department of Conservatid@eneralized Mineral Land Classification Map of the South San Francisco
Bay ProductiorRConsumption Regior1996.
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thereforewould not result in the loss of availabjlof a known mineral resourdbat would be of
value to the region and residepfghe state(No Impact)

b) The project woulahotresult in the loss of availability of locally important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general plpecific plan or other land use plgho
Impact)

The project sités not delinead in the General Plan or other land use plan as a locally important
mineral resource recovery site. For this reason, the pnefdt not result in the loss of availabylit
of locally important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local gplaeraspecific plan,

or other land use plaiNo Impact)

3.12.2.2 Cumulative Impacts

¢) The project wouldhot result in a cumulatively considerable contribution sigaificant
mineral resources impa¢iNo Cumulative Impact)

Since the project would not resultimpacts to mineral resources, the project would not contribute to
a cumulative impact to mineral resourc@$o Cumulative Impact)
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3.13 NOISE

The following discussion is based in part upon a noise assessment complétegrfoject by
lllingworth & Rodkin, Inc. inMarch 2020This report igncluded ashppendix| to this EIR

3.13.1 Environmental Setting
3.13.1.1 Background Information
Noise Ovewview
Noi se is measured on a fideci bel dhegecohteeddHi ch se

scale is based on the lowest sound level that the healthy, unimpaired human ear cdfadatécx.
decibel increase in sound levebisrceived as approximately a doubling of loudness over a wide
range of intensitiedBecause the human ear cannotrtaipitches or frequencies, sound levels are
frequently adjusted or weighted to correspond to human hearing. This adjusted unit is &rlogvn a
A-weighted decibel, or dBA.

Since excessive noise levels can adversely affect human activities and hurttaridasial, state,

and local governmental agencies have set forth criteria or planning goals to minimize or avoid these
effects. Noise guielines are almost always expressed using one of several noise averaging methods,

such as bg, DNL, or CNEL*?Usingasne of these descriptors is a way
exposure to be measured, given that there are specific moments wheevelgsare higher (e.g.,

when a jet is taking off from an airport or when a leaf blower is operating) and specifientsom

when noise levels are lower (e.g., during lulls in traffic flows on freeways or in the middle of the

night). Lmaxis the maximum Aweighted noise level duringmeasurement period.

Vibration Overview

Ground vibration consists of rapidly fluctuatingtions or waves with an average motion of zero
Vibration amplitudecan be quantified using Peak Particle Velocity (PPV), wisatefinedas the
maximum instantaneous positive or negative peak of the vibration Bagause bthe impulsive
nature of cortsuction ativities, the use of the PPV descriptor has been routinely used to measure
and assess growlmbrne vibrationStudies have showthat the threshold of perception for average
persons is in the range of 0.008 to 0.012 in/sec.PPV

3.13.1.2 Regulatory Framevork
State

California Building Standards Code

The Cdifornia Green Building Standards Code (CalGreemjuires thatvall and roofceiling
assemblies exposed to the adjacent roadways have a composite Sound Transmission Class (STC)

521 ¢qis @ measurement of averagrgergy level intensity of noise over a given period of time.-Right Level

(DNL) is a 24hour average of noise levels, with a 10 dB penalty applied to noise occurring between 10:00 PM and
7:00 AM. Community Noise Equivalent izel (CNEL) is similar to tk DNLexcept that there is an additional five

dB penalty applied to noise occurring between 7:00 PM and 10:00 PM. Where traffic noise predominates, the CNEL
and DNLare typically within two dBA of the peakour Leg
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rating of at least 50 or@mposite Outdoeindoor Transmission Class (OITC) rating of no less than
40, with exterior windows of a minimum STC of 40 or OITC of 3w the commercial property

falls within the 65 dBA knnoise contour for a freeway or expressway, railroad, in@lisiource or
fixed-guideway noise sourc&he gate also requires interior noise levels to be maintained at 50 dBA
Leqehn Or less during hours of operation at a proposed office building

Local

Envision San J&2040 General Plan

The General Plan inalies noise compatibility guidelines for various land uses. These guidelines are
provided inTable3.131: below.

Table 3.131: General Plan Land Use Compatibility Guidelines General Plan Table EC-1)

Exterior DNL Value in Decibels
55 60 65 70 75 80

Land Use Category

1. Residential, Hotels andotels, Hospitals
and Residential Care

2. Outdoor Sports and Recreation,
Neighborhood Brks and Playgrounds

3. Schools, Libraries, Museums, Meeting
Halls,andChurches

4. Office Buildings, Business Commercial
and Professional Offices

5. SportsArena, Outdoor Spectator Sports

6. Public and QuasPublic Auditoriums,
Concert HallsandAmphitheaters

Normally Acceptable:

Specified land use is satisfactory, based upon the assumption that any buildings involved are abneentibnal
construction, without any special noise insulation requirements.

Conditionally Acceptable:

Specifed land use may be permitted only after detailed analysis of the noise reduction requirements and nois
mitigation features included in the dgs.

Unacceptable:

- New construction or development should generally not be undertaken because mitigatiatlyisasteasible to

comply with noise element policieBevelopment will only be considered when technically feasible mitigation is
identified that is also compatible with relevant design guidelines.

In addition, the followingp o | i ¢ i e s GemraltPlanehav€ beenyadopted for the purpose of
reducing or avoiding imgucts related to noise and would be applicable tptbgect

Policy Description

EC1.2 Minimize the noise impacts of new development on land uses sensitive to increas
noise levelgCategories 1, 2, 3 and 6) by limiting noise generation and by requiring
of noise attenuation measures such as acolstickosures and sound barriers, where
feasible. The City considers significant noise impacts to occur if a project would:
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Policy Description
i Cause th®NL at noise sensitive receptors to increase by five dBA DNL or m¢

where the noise |l evels WwWeovwl doremai
1 Cause the DNL at noise sensitive receptors to increase by three dBA DNL or
where noise levels would equal or exceediifdor mal | yv Accept
EC1.3 New nonresidential land uses will mitigate noise generation to 55 dBA DNL at the

property line when located adjacent to existing or planned noise sensitive residen
and public/quaspublic land uses.

EC-1.6 Regulde the effects of operational noise from existing and new industrial and
commercial development on adjacent uses throughi se st andar ds
Municipal Code.

EC1.7 Require construction operations within San José to use best available noressiopp
devices and techniques and | imit con
Municipal Code. The Cjtconsiders significant construction noise impacts to occur
project located within 500 feet of residential uses or 200 feet of epomhor office
uses would:

1 Involve substantial noise generating activities (such as building demolition
grading, exavation, pile driving, use of impact equipment, or building frami
continuing for more than 12 months.

For such large or complex prajs, a construction noise logistics plan that specifies
hours of construction, noise and vibration minimization measpoeting or
notification of construction schedules, and designation of a noise disturbance
coordinator who would respond to neighbortit@omplaints will be required to be in
place prior to the start of construction and implemented during constructiedutcer
noise impacts on neighboring residents and other uses.

EC-2.3 Require new development to minimize continuous vibration impactdjéeent uses
during demolition and construction. For sensitive historic structures, including ruin
ancientmonuments or buildings that are documented to be structurally weakened,
continuous vibration limit of 0.08 in/sec PPV (peak particle velpeiill be used to
minimize the potential for cosmetic damage to a building. A continuous vibration li
of 0.20in/sec PPV will be used to minimize the potential for cosmetic damage at
buildings of normal conventional construction. Avoid use of impdetdrivers within
125 feet of any buildings, and within 300 feet of a historical building, or building in
poor comlition. On a projeespecific basis, this distance of 300 feet may be reducec
where warranted by a technical study by a qualified professioaiaberifies that there
will be virtually no risk of cosmetic damage to sensitive buildings from the new
development during demolition and construction.

City of San José Municipal Code

According to San José Municipal Code, construction hours withirieg@®f a residential unit are
limited to the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. on Monday through Frioldgss otherwise expressly
allowed in a Development Permit or other planrapgroval.The Municipal Code does not establish
guantitative noise limitfor demolition or construction activities occurring in the CitheCi t y 6 s
Zoning Ordinancalso limitscommercial and industrigoise levels at angbutting residential
property lineto 55dBA, as shown in the followingjable3.13-2.
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Table 3.132: City of San José Zoning Ordinance Noise Standards

Maximum Noise Levels

Land Use Types at Property Line (dBA)

Residential, open space, industrial or commercial uses adjacent to a

propertyused or zoned for residential purposes 55
Open space, commercial, or industrial use adjacent to a property use 60
zoned for commercial purposes or othenresidential uses

Industrial use adjacent to a property used or zoned for industrial use 70

other use other than commercial or residential purposes

3.13.1.3 Existing Conditions

The primary noise source in the project area is traffic from the surrounding roadways and occasional
aircraft fly-overs from the San José International Airport, located appet&ly 3.6 miles northeast

of the project site. The nearest noise sensitiveptece are located at thglamic Community Center

of Bozniaks of the Bay Areadjacent to the southeast corner of the projectatjacent to ST1 and

LT-1), and multifamily residences located across Northlake Drive approximately 250 feet southeast
of the project sitéacross Northlake Drive from ST and LF1)

Four longterm (LT-1 through LF4) and six shofterm (SF1 through S¥6) noise measurements

were taken at the pjext site between August 10, 2016 and August 12, 2016, and May 24, 2017 and
May 36, 2017. Longterm noise measurement locations were selected to characterize ambient noise
levels from activities and local traffic along Stevens Creek Boulevard, Northlake, Biely

Boulevard, and Saratoga Avenue. SHerm measurementgere taken anand the perimeter of the
project siteto quantify noise levels at the site and in the surrounding residential Bneasoise
monitoring locations are shown igure3.13 1. Each of theshortterm noise measurements were
made over periods of teaninutes, concurrent with the losigrm noise data, on Friday, August 12,

2016 between 12:10 p.m. and 2:00 pShortterm noise measurementtdas summarized imable

3.133.

Table 3.133: Summary of Short-Term Measurements (dBA)

Noise Measurement.ocation L max L L 10) L (s0) Loy | Leqao)
ST-1: ~45 ket west of Northlake Drive 67 64 57 48 45 54
ST-2: ~45 feet north of Kiely Boulevard 73 70 66 59 45 61
ST-3: ~120 feet east of Saratoga Avenue 83 73 63 58 54 63
ST-4: ~65 feet east of Saratoga Avenue 77 74 70 65 57 67

ST-5: Corner of Saratoga Avaa and Steven

Creek Boulevard 75 72 65 60 56 63

ST-6: Corner of Northlake Drive and Stever|

Creek Boulevard 82 78 71 66 59 68
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3.13.2 Checklist Questions

Would the prgect result in:

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the
vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agehcies

b) Generation o&xcessive groundborne vibrah or groundborne noise levels?

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport orysebli
airport, wauld the project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive
noise levels?

For the purposes of this analydise City of San José relies on the followiagCEQA thresholdef
significance as related to nose:

1 Congruction Noisei For temporary constructierelated noise to be considered significant,
construction noise levels would have to exceed ambient noise levielg IYBA LeqOr more
and exceed the normally acceptable levels of 60 dB/tthe nearest noisensitive land
uses or 70 dBA Lqat office or commercial land uses for a period of more than 12 mohths.

1 Operational Noisé Based on General Plan Policy B2, a significant noise impaetould
occur where existing noise sensitive land uses would hectub permangmoise level
increases othreedBA DNL or more where noise levels would equal or exceed the
ANor mal | y Ac c diye tBADNLeodo mole eviiees Ingise levels widuremain
ANormally Acceptabl eTable3.E34:. shown previously i

1 Construction Vibrationi Based on General Plan Policy 2, significant vibration impacts
would occur if the project generates a continuous vibration linfit2ihches/sec (5.0
mm/sec) PPV fobuildings of normal conventionabastruction and a continuous vibration
limit of 0.08 inches/sec (2.0 mm/sec) PfY buildings that are historic or documented to be
structurally weakened

3.13.3 Project Impacts

a) Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or permanent incease
in ambient noise levels in the vicinity bthe project in excess of standards established in
the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agené&es

Construction Noise

Construction of the proposed project would incldéenolition of existing structures, excavatimd
grading, pileauguring and construction of new buildings. The majority of construction noise would
be generatk by theoperation of equipmernd heavy machinery, such as bull dozers, backhoes, and

53 City of SanJosé Envision San Jose 20 General Plan Integrated Final Program Environmental Impact Report.
September 2011. Page 325.
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augerdrills. This type of construction equipment tebgenerate noise ranging from 70 to 90 dBA at
a distance of 50 feet away.

Noise modeling for the project (refer Appendixl) assumedvorstcase conditionsn thatall

equipmenper phasef constructiorwould be operating simultaneously. For construction noise, the
use of multiple pieces of equipment simultaneously would add together as a collective noise source.
While every piece of equipment per phase wouldlilbe scatterethroughout the site, the noise
sensitive receptors surrounding the site would be subject to the collective noise source generated by
all equipment operating at once. Therefore, to assess construction noise impacts at the receiving
propertylines of noisesensitive receptors, the worsase hourly average noise level for each phase

was centerednthe site aneéxtrapolatedo the nearest property line of the surrounding land uses.

The nearest sensitive receptors include the existing Isidomemunity Centeof Bozniaks of the

Bay Area, which adjoins the site at the southeast corner, andfamily residences across
Northlake Drive southeast of the project site. The existing noise levels at these locatidresn@&T
LT-1) range from 54 tob6dBA Leq. Basedon the noise impact assessment prepared for the project
(Appendixl), construction noise levels at these sensitive receptors would range from83dBa.8
Construction of the project, therefore, would increase ambient noise &vetarby sensitive
receptordemporarilyby five dBA Leqor more at various times throughout construction.

Impact NOI-1.1: Construction of the project would increase ambient noise levels at nearby
sensitive receptotsy five dBA Leq or more at variousnes throughout
constructionandwould result in construction occurring over a period of
more than one year, and would inatygile driving (Significant Impact)

Since active noisproducing project construction is expected to last for approximatetyazihs
(including pile auguring), the project would be required to implement the mitigation measures
outlined below taeduce the impact of construction noise levels on sensitive receptors to a less than
significant level.

MM NOI -1.1: Prior to the issuace of any grading or demolition permits, the project applicant
shall submit and implement a construction noise logigilan that specifies hours
of construction, noise and vibration minimization measures, posting and
notification of construction schedzd, equipment to be used, and designation of a
noise disturbance coordinator. The noise disturbance coordinator spaihdeto
neighborhood complaints and shall be in place prior to the start of construction and
implemented during construction to redunmese impacts on neighboring residents
and other uses. The noise logistic plan shall be submitted to the Director of
Planning Building and Code Enforcemeatr Di rect or 6 s desi gnee |
issuance of any grading or demolition permits. As a part afidise logistic plan
and project, construction activities for the proposed project shall include, but is not
limited to, the following best management practices:

1 Inaccordance with PolicyEC. 7 of the Cityo6s Gene
the best available noiseippression devices and techniques during
construction activities.
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Construction activities shall be limited to the hobetween 7:00 AM
and 7:00 PM, Monday through Friday, unless permission is granted
with a development permit or other planning approNal.

construction activities are permitted on the weekends at sites within
500 feet of a residence (San José MunicipaleC8ection

20.100.450).

Construct temporary noise barriers, where feasible, to screen mobile
and stationary construction equipment. Témporary noise barrier
fences provide noise reduction if the noise barrier interrupts the line
of-sight between the n&@ source and receiver and if the barrier is
constructed in a manner that eliminates any cracks or gaps.

Equip all internal combustiomgine-driven equipment with intake
and exhaust mufflers that are in good condition and appropriate for
the equipment.

Unnecessary idling of internal combustion engines shall be strictly
prohibited.

Locate stationary noisgenerating equipment such as aimpressors
or portable power generators as far as possible from sensitive
receptors. Construct temporary noise bartierscreen stationary
noisegenerating equipment when located near adjoining sensitive
land uses.

Utilize "quiet" air compressors and ethstationary noise sources
where technology exists.

Construction staging areas shall be established at locationsahiak w
create the greatest distance between the construelated noise
source and noissensitive receptors nearest the project sitend all
project construction.

A temporary noise control blanket barrier shall be erected, if
necessary, along buildirigcades facing construction sites. This
mitigation would only be necessary if conflicts occurred which were
irresolvable by proper sctaling.

If impact pile driving is proposed, foundation pile holes shajpie-
drilled to minimize the number of impaatsquired to seat the pile
Predrilling foundation pile holes is a standard construction noise
control technique. Prdrilling reducegshe number of blows required
to seat the pile.

Locate material stockpiles, as well as maintenance/equipment staging
andparking areas, as far as feasible from residential receptors.

Control noise from construction
arenot audible at existing residences bordering the project site.

The project applicant shall prepare a detailed construsthedule
for major noisegenerating construction activities. The construction
plan shall identify a procedure for coordination withiagent
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residential land uses so that construction activities can be scheduled to
minimize noise disturbance.

1 Notify all adjacent business, residences, and other-seissitive land
uses of the construction schedule, in writing, and provide a written
schelul e of Anoisyo construction act:i
and nearby residences.

1 Designate a "disturbance coardtor” who shall be responsible for
responding to any complaints about construction noise. The
disturbance coordinator shall determihe tause of the noise
complaint (e.g., bad muffler, etc.) and require that reasonable
measures be implemented to coritéet problem. Conspicuously post
a telephone number for the disturbance coordinator at the construction
site and include it in the nogicsent to neighbors regarding the
construction schedule.

1 All auger drilling activities and hydraulic ram system act@stshall
be done during weekdays between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m.

With implementation of the above requirements of MM NI, the propsed project would reduce
construction noise impacts to a less than significant level by restricting the hours afctarstr
activities and implementing best management practices available to reduce noise to sensitive
receptors(Less than Significant Inpact with Mitigation Incorporated)

Operational Noise
Traffic Noise

As discussed further in Section 3.15 Transportation, implementation of the proposed project would
result in an increase in traffic along surrounding streets. Based on these traffic ctlegegect is
estimated to result in a maximum noise level inseeaf four dBA DNL along the portion of

Northlake Drive closest to Stevens Creek Boulevard, and a two dBA DNL increase along the rest of
Northlake Drive. Since onlgommercial uses are latedat the corner oNorthlake Driveand

Stevens Creek Boulevardhetfour dBA DNL increase would not result in a significant impact.
Residential land uses are locafather south alondjlorthlake Drive, but since a noise level increase
of two dBA DNL was calculated along this segmettyould bebelow the three dBA DNIimpact
threshold based on General Plan Policy EZ The project would result in a one dBA DNL increase
or less on all other roadway segments in the project Asearesult, the traffi noise generated by

the proposed project would have a less thamifsignt impact.(Less than Significant Impact)

Mechanical Equipmerit Office Building

The proposed office building would include various mechanical equipment for heating, ventilation,

ard cooling purposes. In addition, exhaust fans and emergency generators could produce noise levels
exceeding ambient levels when located near sensitivetoesenisite emergency generators are
proposedn the utility yard along the southern boundaryhaf project sit@n the ground levelAll
equipmentexcept the cooling towers and emergency generators, woldddied within rooms of
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the proposed offie building and parking garagedwould be adequately shielded from the
surrounding receptors.

Thecooling tower would be set back approximately 65 feet from the edge of the ranétopould
be approximately @ feet from the southern boundary sharedhwhtecommunity center (closest
sensitive receptor)The height of the rooftop, which is approximgt&47 feet would provide partial
shieldingand noise levels at the community center would be 47 dBA DNe.nearest residential
property line would be 4Dfeet from the cooling towers. The daight average noise level at the
nearest residential propgitine would be below44 dBA DNL.

The proposed project would include two emergency generators located south of the parking structure.
Noise generated by eargency generators would be exempt from City noise thresholds during
emergencies; however, emergegeyerators are tested monthly to ensure proper maintenance in

case of emergencyhe generatorproposedvould typically generate noise levels up to 89 ddA

distance of 50 feef he generators would be approximately 10 and 30 feet from the property li

shared with the adjacent community center and about 45 feet from the property line shared to the
south. The utility yard, in which the generators wowdddrated, would be surrounded by a concrete
masonry unit (CMU) wall, which would provide at leasiBBA reduction if tall enough to break the
line-of-sight between the generators and the receptors. Assuming a 5 dBA reduction, testing for the
emergency gesrators at the property line of the Islamic Community Center of Bozniaks of the Bay
Area, would rang from 61 dBA DNL with the inclusion of noise control to 85 dBA DNL without

noi se control features. This woul @Gdjomxgceed t he C
sensitive property lines. To ensure an impact would not occur, the following standard per

condition would be required for the project.

Standard Permit Condition:

1 Mechanical equipment shall be selected and designed by the project applieahice
i mpacts on surrounding uses to meet the City
property line of nearby noisgensitive land uses. A qualified acoustical consultant shall be
retained to review mechanical noise as these systems aredétedetermine specific noise
reduction measures necessary shoselevelduce noi se
requirements. Noise reduction measures could include, but are not limited to, selection of
equipment that emits low noise levels and instaltadf noise barriers, such as enclosures
and parapet walls, to block the lhoé&sight between theoise source and the nearest
receptors. Other alternate measures may be optimal, such as locating equipment in less noise
sensitive areas, such as the ropfaway from the northern and eastern edges, where feasible.
The findings and recommendations frdme acoustical consultant for noise reduction
measures shall be submitted to the Director of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement or
Di r ect or éosrevieve and appravad pridr to the issuance of any building permits.

With implementation of the ahdard permit condition above, the proposed office building would
result in a less than significant mechanical noise imglaess than Significant Impact)
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Mechanical Equipmerit Health Club Building

The proposed health club building does not have mechlagguipment located on the rooftop or

around the building; therefore, it is assumed that all mechanical equipment would be located inside

and would be adpiately shielded from all surrounding nesensitive receptors. Emergency

generators would be brolgto the health club as needed, and no generator would be permanently

located on the site. While the proposed health club building is not expected tatgemése levels

in excess of the Cityds Gener al Rllregulationdhthee s ho | d s
proposed health c¢club buildingds mechanical equi
conditions woul d me dlessthdn&ign@icantympact) r equi r ement s.

Truck Loading and Unloading

Truck deliveries are expected for th@posed projecVendor delivery trucks typically generate
maximum noise levels of 60 to 65 dBAWd«at a distance of 5f@et. Low speed truck noise results
from a combination of engine, exhaust, and tire noise, as well as the intermittent soundsupf back
alarms and releases of compressed air associated with truck/trailer air brakes. The noise levels
produced by backupaims can vary depending on the type and directivity of the sound, but
maximum noise levels are typically between 65 to 75 dBA &t a dstance of 50 feet. Assuming a
typical delivery would take about 15 to 20 minutes, the hourly average noise level flelimery
would be 68 dBA kqat a distance of 50 feet. Worsse conditions would include up to two
deliveries per day, which wouldg@lt in daynight average noise levels up to 57 dBA DNL at 50
feet.

The loading zone for the proposed office buildimi¢pcated in the northeastern corner of the

building. Trucks would enter the loading zone via Northlake Drive. The nearest sensiptres

the community center located 255 feet south of the loading zone on Northlake Drive. At this distance
noiseleel s from truck deliveries would be 43 dBA DI
threshold.

The fitness usshows a loading zone argathe southeastern corner of the building. This loading

zone would be accessed from the driveway along Saratoga &varading zone activities would be

shielded from existing residential land uses,. The adjdskmic Community Center of Bozniaks of

the Bay Areavould be exposed to delivery noise; however, the utility yard would provide partial

shielding. At thecommunity center, which would be approximately 125 feet from the loading zone,

noise leved would be 49 dBA DNLAssuming that deliveries wadiloccur betweeid:00 a.m. and
10.00pmdel i veri es at the proposed fitnBPMs center
threshold at sensitive us€kess than Significant Impact)

b) Would the project result in generation of, excessive groundborne vibratn or
groundborne noise level3

The nearest sensitive receptor is the community center located adjacent to the southeast corner of the
project site. There are no historic buildings within 200 feet of the project site; therefore, vibration
levels exceedig 0.2 in/sec PPV would be consieéra significant impaciable3.134 below

summarized the vibration levels at the nearest building facades around the project site.
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Table 3.134: Vibration Source Levels for Construction Equipment
Maximum PPV (inches/second)
Equipment Type Community East Nol;?\lzke West North

Center Commercial Residential Commercial | Commercial

(5 feet) (60 feet) (135 feet) (100 fee} (125 fee)
Clam shovel drop 1.186 0.077 0.032 0.044 0.034
Hydromill In soil 0.003 0.001 0.002 0.001 0.001
(slurry
wall) In rock 0.006 0.003 0.004 0.003 0.003
Vibratory roller 1.233 0.080 0.033 0.046 0.036
Hoeram 0.523 0.034 0.014 0.019 0.015
Large bulldozer 0.523 0.034 0.014 0.019 0.015
Caisson drilling 0.523 0.034 0.014 0.019 0.015
Loaded trucks 0.446 0.029 0.012 0.017 0.013
Jackhammer 0.206 0.013 0.0 0.008 0.0®
Small bulldozer 0.018 0.0 0.0005 0.0aL 0.001
SourceTransit Noise and Vifation Impact Assessment Manual, United States Department of Transportati
Office of Planning and Environment, Federal Transit Administration, September 2018, as modified by
lllingworth & Rodkin, Inc.,December 2019.

As shown inTable3.134, construction of the proposed project would produce vibration levels
exceeding 0.2 in/sec PPV at the community center, resulting in a significant impact.

Impact NOI-2: Construction of the pragsed project would produce vibration levels exiteg 0.2
in/sec PPV at the adjacent community cer{®ignificant Impact)

Mitigation Measure:

MM NOI -2.1:

Construction Vibration Monitoring, Treatment, and Reporting Plde droject
applicant shalimplement a construction vibration monitoring plardt@ument
conditions prior to, during, and after vibration generating construction activities.

All plan tasks shall be undertaken under the direction of a licensed Professional

Structural Engineer in thetate of California and be in accordance with ingust
accepted standard methods. The construction vibration monitoring plan shall
include, but not be limited to, the following measures:

1 The report shall include a description of measurement methods,
equpment used, calibration certificates, and graphiceaaired to
clearly identify vibratioamonitoring locations.
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1 Alist of all heavy construction equipment to be used for this project
and the anticipated time duration of using the equipment that is
known to produce high vibration levels (clam shovel dropbratory
rollers, hoe rams, large bulldozers, caisson drillings, loaded trucks,
jackhammers, etc.) shall be submitt
designee of the City of San Jose Department ofritign Building,
and Code Enforcement by the contracichis list shall be used to
identify equipment and activities that would potentially generate
substantial vibration and to define the level of effort required for
continuous vibration monitoring. Phagemolition, earthmoving,
and ground impacting opdians so as not to occur during the same
time period.

1 Where possible, use of the heavy vibratgenerating construction
equipment shall be prohibited within 20 feet of any adjacent building.

1 Documentexisting conditions at the community center (345
Northlake Drive, San Jose, CA 95129) prior to, during, and after
vibration generating construction activities. All plan tasks shall be
undertaken under the direction of a licensed Professional Structural
Engneer in the State of California and be in accordamitie
industryaccepted standard methods. Specifically:

o Performance of a photo survey, elevation survey, and crack
monitoring survey for the building. Surveys shall be
performed prior to any constructi@aativity, in regular
intervals during constructiomnd after project completion,
and shall include internal and external crack monitoring in
structures, settlement, and distress, and shall document the
condition of foundations, walls and other structedaiments
in the interior and exterior of said strunts.

o Vibration limits shall be applied to vibratiesensitive
structures located within 30 feet of all construction activities
identified as sources of high vibration levels.

1 Develop a vibration monitorg and construction contingency plan to
identify stiuctures where monitoring would be conducted, set up a
vibration monitoring schedule, define structggecific vibration
limits, and address the need to conduct photo, elevation, and crack
surveys to daement before and after construction conditions.
Constuction contingencies shall be identified for when vibration
levels approached the limits.

1 Ata minimum, vibration monitoring shall be conducted during
demolition and excavation activities.

1 If vibration levels approach limits, suspend construction and
implement contingency measures to either lower vibration levels or
secure the affected structures.
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1 Designate a person responsible for registering and investigating
claims of excessive vibration. The contadformation of such person
shall be clearly postedchdhe construction site.

1 Conduct a postonstruction survey on structures where either
monitoring has indicated high vibration levels or complaints of
damage has been made. Make appropriate repairsnpetsation
where damage has occurred as a resulbstcuction activities.

With implementation of MM NOXR.1, vibration levels from construction of the proposed project
would be reduced to a less than significant lefiedss than Significant Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated)

¢) Would the project belocated within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airpor
or public use airport. The project would not expcse people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levéls

The San José International Airpastlocated approximately.6 miles nortleastof the project sitend

the site is located outsidethei r port 6s 65 CNEL noise contour and
reasons, the project wiolinot expose people to excessive airport nglsess than Significant

Impact)

3.134 Cumulative Impacts

Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable contibution to a significant noise
impact?

Construction

While cumulative projects could be congtted at the same time as the proposed project and result in

a temporaryconstruction noise increase, all projects in the City would be required to implement the
standard permit conditions for noise, as well as similar measures as those identified pader Im

NOI-1 and Impact NOP (should a noise or vibration impact occur). Nevertheless, if the proposed
projectdéds construction soliedtuilee cwenue ato vev @rlog @
schedules for a consecutive 12 months or more ghd game sensitive receptors were impacted, the

project would have a cumulatively considerable contribution to a cumulative construction noise

impact.

This woud not occur, however, as the nearest cumulative project for which construction timeframes
would overlap is located at 4040 Stevens Creek Boulevard, 600 feet west of the project site. This
project would have a different nearest sensitive receptor at 3drigham Drive (Buckingham Place
Apartments) and, therefore, a significant noise and vibratnpact would not occufLess than
Significant Cumulative Impact)
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Operation

Once operationafroject noise would be minimal witmplementation of MM NOi1.1and City
standard permit condition¥hus, the proposed project, in combination with cumulginegects,
would not result in a significant temporary or permanent cumulative noise ir{ipass.than
Significant Cumulative Impact)

3.13.5 Non-CEQA Effects

PerCalifornia Building Industry Association v. Bay Area Air Quality Management Dis@i&Cal.
4th 3@ (BIA v. BAAQMD), effects of the environment on the project are not considered CEQA
impacts. The following discussion is included for informational purposgsbaadause the City of
San Joséas policiegEC-1.1) that address existingpiseconditions.

Exterior Noise

The exterior noise threshold established in the
dBA DNL at common outdoor activity ared$he outdoor use areas proposed at the project site

include a common use plaza in the northwesternecarhthe site; balconies on thixth, eighth, and

10th floors of the office building; two 12fttoor terraces at the office buildintywo 12"-floor

temraces at the office buildingindan outdoor play area on the second floor of the fithess center, and

a rooftop lounge and pool area at the fitness center.

The common use plaza would be set bagiroximately 85 to 230 feet from the centerline of

Steven<reek Boulevarénd approximately 60 to 190 feet from the centerline of Saratoga Avenue.

The proposethuildings would provide partial shielding for this outdoor space; however, there would

be direct lineof-sight to both roadways. At the northern aastern edges of the plaza area, future

exterior noise levels would be up to 72 and 71 dBA DNL, respdygtivewever, at the center of the

plaza, future exterior noise levels would be 69 dBA DNL. Since most of the outdoor use is expected
tooccurtowards he center, away from the roadways, this
threshold for commercial uses.

The sixth, eighth, and 18-floor balconies would be located along the northern facade of proposed
office building, facing Stevens Creek Boulevaadd in the southwestern corner of the proposed
office building, overlooking the plaz@he future exterionoise levels at each of the northern
balconies would be up to 63 dBA DNL. The balconies located in the southwesternveouigchave
noise levels upo 65 dBA DNLat their edgesThe future noise environment at these balconies would
meet t he io€Cnoiseyleved threskotde r

The 12'-floor includes two terraceshere noise levelould range from below 60 to 63 dBA DNL

The outdoor play area dghe second floor of the fitness buildingwuid be located in the southwest

corner, along Saratoga Avendde northern portion of the fithess center and the elevation above the
ground would provide partial shielding. Assuming partial shielding, the fetiezior noise levels

would be 62 dBA DNL at the center of the outdoor play area, with noise levels0m®A DNL at
theedgeThi s woul d meet the Cityds threshold for co
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The rooftop pool and lounge area of the health cluldlimg would take up the majority of the roof

areaWhile the proposed office building would provide palrghielding from Stevens Creek

Boulevard, the rooftop pool and lounge area would have some direct exposure to traffic noise along

this roadwayThe ooftop area on this building would be elevated approximately 63 feet above the

ground, which would also pvide some shielding, especially for the areas set back from the edge of

the building. The future exterior noise levelsharooftop pool and loungarea would range from

bel ow 60 dBA DNL at receptors away f eedgesst he bui
This exterior noise level would bersistentvi t h t he Cityds noise and | an
standards for commercial land uses.

The futue exterior noise levels at each of the proposed outdoor usedaseabhed aboveould be
atorbelowth&€i t yo6s 70 dBA DNL threshold. Therefore, n
required.

3.13.5.1 Interior Noise

The California Green Building StandardsdeqCalGreen) requires that interior noise levels be
maintained at 50 dBA dqzhr) Or less during hoursf @peration within the proposed noesidential
buildings.

The setback of the northern fagade of the proposed office building from the cente8iegaris

Creek Boulevard would be approximately 80 feet. At this distance, future hourly average ndsse leve
during daytime hours would range from 67 to 76 dBAukn. The western facade of the proposed
health club building would be set back approxirya&® feet from the centerline of Saratoga

Avenue. At this distance, future hourly average noise levelagldaytime hours would range from

65 to 69 dBA Lqhy. Standard construction materials for commercial uses would provide about 25
dBA of noise reuction in interior spaces. The inclusion of adequate featechechanical

ventilation systemsisnormgll r equi red so windows may be kept ¢
and would provide an additional five dBA reduction. The standard constructieniaigin

combination with forceghir mechanical ventilation would satisfy the daytime threshold of 0 dB
Leq(:l:hr)-
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3.14 POPULATION AND H OUSING

3.14.1 Environmental Setting

3.14.1.1 Regulatory Framework

State

In order toattain the state housing goal, cities must make sufficient suitable land available for

residential development, as documented in an inventory, to acooatentheir share of regional
housingneed€Cal i f orni ads Housi ng EI| ¢zumemdequatalandstoe qui r e s
accommodate its Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA); 2) produce an inventory of sites that

can accommodate its share of RidNA; 3) identify governmental and ngovernmental

constraints to residential development; 4) develogtegies and work plan to mitigate or eliminate

those constraints; and 5) adopt a housing elear@htipdate it on a regulbasis® The City of San

José Housing Element and related land use policies were last updageniary 20158°

3.14.1.2 Existing Condtions

The population of San José was estimated to be approximately 1,043,058 in May 2019 with an
average of 3.20 persons per houseRdFkLll build out ofthe General Plan FEIR is expected to result
in a City population of over 1.3 million people by 203&ere are no housing units on the project site
and it is in an already developed area with infrastructure and roads.

3.14.2 Checklist Questions

Would the projet

a) Induce substantialnplannedbopulation growth in an area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extensiadsof
or other infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existpepple orhousing, necessitating the construction of
replacement hougg elsewhere?

3.14.3 Project Impacts

a) Would the project induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either
directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or inditlc(for
example, through extension of roads or other infrastructurg?

A project caninduce substantial population growth by: 1) proposing new housing beyond projected
or planned development levels, 2) generating demand for housing as a result ofinessbas3)

“ARegional Housing Needs Al | oc Advember 16a20d® Housi ng EIl ement
http://hcd.ca.gov/communitgevelopment/housinglement/index.shtml

55 City of San JoséCity of San José 2012023 Housing Elemendanuary 27, 2015.

56 State of California, Department of Finan@E-5 Population and Blusing Estimatefor Cities, Counties, and the

State, 2012018 0 Accessed N ohtipe/minedof.ca2g@v/For@@sting/Demographics/Estimatés/E
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extending roads or other infrastructure to previously undeveloped ardasearoving obstacles to
population growth (e.g., expanding capacity of a wastewater treatment plant beyond that necessary to
serve planned growth).

The project wouldlevelop land already planned for job growth in the General Plan and Stevens
Creek UrbarVillage Plan. In addition, the project site is in an already developed area and no
extension of infrastructure or roads would be required as part of the pFajgbigmore, the project
is a proposed commercial land use without any residential Thiis, the project would noanduce
substantial unplanned population growfitess than Significant Impact)

b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing peoplor housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewleér

Thereare no housing units currently on the project site, nor has the project site been used for housing
in the past; therefore, the proposed project woutdlisplace substdial numbers of existing people
or housing(No Impact)

3.14.4 Cumulative Impacts

Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant
population and hausing impact?

As previously mentioned, the project is currently only psipg commercial uses and no residential
units. Therefore, the project would increase in number of employees, but would not increase
population growth beyond what is assumed in the General Fiamproject would not induce

substantial population growth an area not planned for development and would not displace
substantial numbers of existing housing or people. As a result, it would not contribute considerably to
a cumulative population and hongiimpact (Less than Significant Cumulative Impact)
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3.15 PUBLIC SERVICES AND RECREATION

3.15.1 Environmental Setting

3.15.1.1 Regulatory Framework
Local

Envision San José 2040 General Plan

The following General Plan policy relates to public services and woulglecable to the project.

Policy Description
ES3.9 Implement urban design techniques that promote public and property safety in nev
development through safe, durable construction and publicly visible and accessib
spaces.
ES3.11 Ensure thahdequate water supplies are available fordippression throughotite

City. Require development to construct and include all fire suppression infrastruct
and equipment needed for their projects.

PR1.6 Where appropriate and feasible, develop paridrecreational facilities that are
flexible and can adapt to the ¢lggng needs of their surrounding community.

PR1.7 Design vibrant urban public spaces and parklands that function as community gat
and local focal points, providing opportuniti@s activities such as community events
festivals, and/or farmers niaats as well as opportunities for passive and, where
possible, active recreation.

PR1.9 As Village and Corridor areas redevelop, incorporate urban open space and parkl
recreation areas through a combination of gghlity, publicly accessible outdoor
spaces provided as a part of new development projects; privately or in limited inst
publicly, owned and maintained pocket parks; neighborhood parks where possible
well as through access to trails and other park and recreation amenities.

3.15.1.2 Existing Conditions
Police Department

Police protection services for the project site are provided by the San José Police Department (SJPD),
which is headquartered at 201 West MiasStreet, approximately 3.9 miles northeast of the project
site.For police protetion services, thEnvision San José 2040 General Rtlmtifies a service goal

of six minutes or less for 60 percent of all Priority 1 (emergency) calls and 11 minidss far 60

percent of all Priority 2 (noemergency) calls.

Fire Department

Fire protection services for the project site are provided by thel8sé Fire Department (SJFDhe
fire department currently consists of 33 active stations serving anfé26a square milesral over

one million residentsThe SJFD responds to all firdmzardous materials spills, and medical
emergencies (including injury accidents) in the project drea.nearest fire station to the project site
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is Station No. 14locatedat 1201 San Tomas Aquino Road, approximately 1.3 miles sbtitle
site. The Geneal Plan identifies a service goal of a total response time of eight minutes and a total
travel time of four minutes or less for 80 percent of emergency incidents.

Schools

The project site is located within the Campbell Union School District and the @#rijpioon High
School District Studentsn the project areattend Lynhaven Elementary School§K grade),

Monroe Middle School (7and & grade), and Del Mar igh School.The closest school to the

project site is The Harker Schdoh private schodl located at 500 Saratoga Avenue, approximately
0.4 mile southwest.

Parks

The City of San José currently operaté®e City of San José currently operaté3 neighborhood

parks50 community centers, nine regional parks, and 61 miles of.tlaise Ci trymérsof De p a
Parks, Recreation, and Neighborhood Services is responsible for development, qerdtion
maintenance of all City park facilitie¥he closespark to the proposed project site is Starbird Park,
which is located approximately 0.83 miles southtlve south side of Highway 28Qearby

community centers include the Cypress Community and Senior Center (located 0.5 mile east) and the
Starbird Youth Ceter (located adjacent to the park).

Libraries

The Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Librg opened in dowtown in 2003 There are 22 additional branch
libraries located throughout San Jo$&e nearest branch library to the project site is the West Valley
Library located at 1243 San Tomas Aquino Road, approximately 1.3 miles south of the site.

3.15.2 Checklist Questons

a) Would the projectesult insubstantial adverse physical impacts associated with thesiom
of new or physically altered governmental facilitidése heed for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could caiggeificant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance
objectives for any of the public séces

i.  Fire protectiof?
ii.  Police protectiofi
iii.  School®
iv. Park®
v.  Other public facilitie®

b) Would the projet increase in the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physieaérioration of the facility wald occur
or be accelerated?

c) Would the projectriclude recreational facilities or require tt@nstruction of expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an adversespay effect on the environment?
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3.15.3 Project Impacts

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, the need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of whichauld cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance objectes for fire protection service®

The General Plan FEIR concluded that, with the build out ofttyespecified witln the General
Plan, additional fire staff and equipment may be required to adequately serve a larger population but
no new fire stationsould be required other than those already planned.

The project proposes to redevelop the project site with comaharail office uses, consistent with

the General Plan. Implementation of the proposed project would intensify the use of the site and
geneate additional office workers and employees in the area, which would incrementally increase
the demand for fire protéon services compared to existing conditions. The project site is currently
served by the SJFD and the amount of proposed developrpeggeats a small fraction of the total
growth identified in the General Plan. The project, by itself, would not pret¢helSIFD from

meetings their service goals and would not require the construction of new or expanded fire facilities.
In addition, theproposed project would be constructed in acamedawvith current building codes.

For these reasons, the proposed ptojerild not have a significant impa¢tess han Significant

Impact)

b) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impactsssociated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, the need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable sefge ratios,
response times or other performance objectives for police protection services

The General Plan FEIR cdnded that the build out of the General Plan could require new police
facilities, which would require supplemental environmental revietaabe not anticipated to result in
significant, adverse environmental impacts. The proposed project would redeeefpjdtt site
with commercial and office uses, consistent with the General Plan. As discassEdQuestion a)
the proposed project wtid represent a small fraction of the total growth identified in the General
Plan and, by itself, would not require tb@nstruction of new or expanded police facilities or
preclude the SIPD from meeting their service goals. Thus, the proposed projechetdwdve a
significant impact(Less than Significant Impact)
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